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PREFACE 


The excellent edition of the tenth Chapter of Kavya~ 
prakaSa prepared fay the late Prof.D. T. Chandorkar, Professor 
of Sanskrit, Fergnseon College, Poona, has long been out of 
print. The work of revising and re-editing it fell upon my 
shoulders and I owe an explanation for introducing the 
changes. The former edition contained the texts of only 
two commentaries, viz., Pradipa and Udyota. When the old 
edition was first published these two commentaries were 
still in Ms. form. Hence it was necessary to print them. 
But now, as most of the important commentaries are publi- 
shed, I thought it fit to introduce a change. I have followed 
the line adopted by the late P. Vamanacharya Jhalkikar and 
made a selection from various commentaries, adding my 
explanations where necessary. One thing which I considered 
of great importance is that the sense of the verses cited as 
illustrations should be clear to the student before he can 
understand and appreciate the figures in them, Hence, 
except for very easy verses, every verse has been explained 
in the Tika. I differ from Jhalkikar’s method in that I have 
ascribed every quotation to its s.ource and put it in inverted 
commas. All what is not in inverted commas is mine. 
Again, I have tried to be brief and to the point. In the 
Kotes also some important matter has been added. In the 
Appendix containing the list of Alankaras recognised by 
other rhetoricians but ignored by Maifimata, complete verses 
and not pratikas have been quoted. 

The arrangement of headings, corner-citations, etc., is 
an idea of Dr. N. G Sardesai. He has rendered me great 
help in other ways also and I take this opportunity of 
expressing my sincere thanks to him. 

I would be failing in my duty if I do riot thank Professor 
R, D- Ranade, Head of the Department of Philosophy, 
Allahabad University, who very kindly lent to me his own 
copy of Chandorkar’s edition where he has some marginal 
notes written while he was studying the book. These notes 
have been very useful to me at places. 


V Ahmedabad 
October 1st, 1935 


. Har Dutt Shatma. 



All Extract from Prof. Chamnlorkar’s 

PREPACK TO hip: pirst edition 

The Appendix, hovvevei, contains a list alph.ilietically 
arranged, of all such Alankaras as have been admitted by 
othei well-known rhetoiicians but are not recognised by 
Maniniata. Por a hill knowledge of these Alankaras, their 
definitions with examples as given by their resjiective 
authors have been supplied Explanatory notes in Sanskiit 
on such definitions and examples as require elucidation, 
kindly prepared for me by Mi. Vaaudev Shastri, have been 
added. Lastly follows a brief ciiticism on each Ahinkora 
showing why that AlankUra can be included iindci some 
one of Mammata’s Alankaras oi must be i ejected as no 
Alankara at all. Nearly the whole of this work of criticism 
has been done by NagoiIbhaUa- In s lew places, however, 
where he is silent, especially in the ca.so ol the Alnnkttra^ 
mentioned by the older rhetoiicians, I have ventured to 
offer my own individual views. How far those views aie 
right, I leave to the experts in this Science to deteimine 

In the Introduction, I have made an attempt to classify 
many of the Alankaras treated in this Ullasa on the basis of 
a psychological principle. I am conscious of the imperfect 
nature of my classification. My object in attempting it, 
however, is simply to point out the way, and my hope is that 
others will follow and make the classification thorough and 
exhaustive. 


D. T. C. 



1 N '1' R O D U C T I O N 


AlankSfas have been defined^ by Maminata mthe eigJstli 
OllSsa, as ‘those which by beautifying a word and its sense 
generally serve to heighten a flavour, just as a necklace etc. 
by adorning the various limbs of the body serve to show a 
person to advantage.’ In this book, he says’ that the Alan, 
bara is ‘strikmgness’ itself. Again he says^ Ve’re that an" 
extraordinaiy mode of statement constitutes the very life oi 
an Alankdra. From all this, it wiU appear that an Alankara 
coiresponds to an English Figure of Speech whiclj„has been 
defined as ‘A deviation fipm the plain and ordinary mode of 
speaking with a view to gieater elfectr’ ~ - 

Alankdras have been divided by Mammata into three 
classes — AlaftkSraa of word, Alankanitt of senses luid 
AlanhSras of both, aigsw, etc aie Alankaran of wind, 
etc. arc .i4/(jn/ef7r«.'? of sense, and etc. 

are Alanhams of both. 

The English Figures of Speech have been cliisbificd on 
the basis of the three operations of the Intellect or Under- 
standing that they have reference to * ‘Now our intellectual 
powers,’ says Bam, ‘are reducible to three simple modes ot 
working. The first is spoken of under the names, Discrimi- 
nation, or Feeling of Difference, Contrast, Relativity. It' 
means that the mind is affected by change, as in passing, 
from rest to motion, from cojd to heat, from light to dark. ; 

1 it I 

u K. P. 

2. Wra’sjf I Vide text p. 6. 

3. srTWi^Jflxrfeijft I Vide text 

p. lOR 



vlii 


kavyaprakAsa 


and that the greater and the more sndden the change, the 
stronger is the effect. The figuie, denominated Antithesis or 
Contrast, derives its force fiom this fact. The second power 
is called Similarity of the Feeling of Agreement. This 
signifies that when like objects come under our notice, we 
are impressed by the circumstance, as when we see the 
resemblance of a child to its parent. The Figures named 
Simile, Metaphor, Allegoiy, are modes of increasing the force 
of style in this way. The third powei oi the intellect is 
Retentiveness or Acquisition The ability to retain succes- 
sive impressions without confusion, and to bring them up 
afterwards, distinguishes mind; it is a power familiarly 
known by the name Memory. Now the chief way that reten- 
tiveness or memory works is this: — Impressions occuriing 
together, become associated tog ethei, as sunrise with day-light; 
and when we are made to think of one, we aie leminded of 
the accompaniments. We cannot think of the sun’s rising, 
without remembering day-light and the other circumstances 
that go along with it. Hence, the mental association of 
things contiguously placed, is a prominent fact oi mind, and 
one of its many consequences is that we often name a thing 
by some one of its adjuncts; as the throne for the sovereign, 
‘gold’ for wealth. Such is the nature of the Metonymy.’ 

Many of the 4/antarfls treated in this Ullasa may 
- also be classified under these three intellectual opera- 


tions as follows • — 

A. Figures founded on Similarity 
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5T«rf5r^rjrr?' — 

jqtTRR: '4^'JT ^qJTT 1 W?J7S:'31!qrFErq5iI^=K^TJr I 

?rqrr 3?5tH sqteqi^T ir?sT?^gfrrKn®f I 

(? Erfitm^mfe-itTruitRqiqfe:, ^rpifi^sT 5 ?nfg: 1 ng “■ 3 'qJrqi- 
qffr-3rJT?q?T-q?ftq-^fr?'n-55:qq;-?w?t^-vrrfFcWft.-3T'T??ar--'?Frr8?r~ 
aT%qrqtfe:-g5i5f2nfnar-^'\qEp-q%5^^JTr-ssRrr-f5i^^5Ti^5?if?)% 
-Rif\fe-?TRiR\'fEqrafq%qT ” st5!i.RT0Tf “ jffSfHrqr- 

qvqr^gqjTi 1 ^ 

*r\iifliiri¥nq': I a{%?fpqg’!T‘\{JTT*r^''-qa'qt rt^fwvitfr 

^Sitaicr(qqi5%f% I ait^qt^qqqKnqflrq^'mRHqWtWfl^ I 

sf =g qraq>qgqtmfrrat%^sfgTOw: 1 ^-qiiRiq^ (srj^rs^sf^q spr^- 
worrf^m^ Hm^rw^rR!;” [ 3° ] 1 ‘ ‘ q^Wi^q^TRiq-- 
^ Epr4q;i?'ntf^q;«n: 1 sr^R^icTrfj; 1 Rt^|r2T5q’aw«t?grrfg^r- 
i£f34wfgsfq crsfwfqrrr 1 ^^Tcsrrw^rfi.” [^o ] 1 “ t?# '^(qm^nq- 
^qqr: OTiqq g-q^fs 1 sr^r 'qwjj'rg'jqwararr- 

?r§fq: ?rf'qTqqraqf^qi^q^.q;:, ^ 5 sqiq^q;: ” [ qo ] ( 

“ ^q jfTq% ^q?rRt5qqTqDii§;qJrq ^igqqRq;, 1 
?[qT m r^q% 3‘^^R«i <i^qqqq; i f?mqr qsmr q|- 

?I|qflrr?tiq-q|qqqq; sf g qtqqHqpq^qqqg.” 

[ Ro ] 1 
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“ ‘ ’ ff«r^qr^=!r»3[ i wr^iw^^rfi, i ^ 

5?rra^^n5rrap i 

w^r?r'-:m'?n^s'-Tjn'(iT??|?r 3rmf7a?Tr'^?5TR5?*-asTF?r ^Rsit- 

sq’^r^ss'siRrct ” [ aro ] i 

?is5n?tr!^ ^{3 I 5Si:^sEsr?5T>iqt $«r: 1 ftgst^^^i- 

^r^jrrT9rrsjr ” [ ’'t® ] 1 

“ 3r^fn?S( I sait'arJ^r^^^t'wrRrfliarraL” 

I’ 

" JBfsq'iistir^fi’eRiTR ‘ »irr':i»4gtiJTT vtg- ’ t?!8trn nrai^ 
T«an^ \ f^^«tafTa?nrnf*f ^ts^sfHs^rrqRicT^ 1 jt =51 q^- 

f^qafRfirf% i aR?q?R8Terr?5R?qrcr^- 

no ] ii 

'i'm, ^HT % 

■3WT^cwq:5rmp;'n''-TJTTqfrrai%qr?;KTRi^ 1 n3;?*f 

“ ^qnr nrnft %f%^r; i?if = Rr^i ( Rspsns^nivq^ifis^qi'sri^f. 

’Sficfr ), = fn?:wt ( ^fi^sfe^fntnEp^^iqt^TfRflgr ) 

ii?nn: 1 ” [sTo ] II ‘'nn^'qnR + ^rqJin + ?^RinimnT<ni 
^qnraf[%Tr?qj^5?5fn nVrnrn nr ^siif 1 n^n snV- 

nrnr n[rsgqr3[R nnnr^ar 1 ” J no ] u 

1 

^ w 11 ^ II 

ari^nT ’itriT I 

4 ei?^ srf^qRip^fifn ?r^:irTq ■sqm 1 “?i?i 





- » 'sqflT ] 


3^4 ^^q^’—^T^Tgnft^ rr,^, ‘ ct^^^Wf^r -^c^tIt =%?TR 

n3[, ‘ =^ 

5qFqqqT^r^JflHT 

sn^T; %5{^: ” ( -ITO ?J.o ) 

“ a«ft; qnjf flr¥r3rt--?rTf^f^ I 
sfRfm ir«TJnffsr i '??f^^; i wrq'q- ■firsT?; i 
■g?qrqfq irg'mflf^fnf^ f^’5rt%¥r%q5rf^ Hr ^'r^^rirr i «ih g ^3 
spqiTfq HHrHi nr HHTHnr 1 Hf%:^qHtitf?Tqr^^ir g HHgqirrH- 
qr(%'qr: irf;^^ g'HTH'r *irfq r% 5 t? ?% ga'x^ aqrrt^g: 1 ftrfsjv^r- 
^qr q^fV'qr ; i Hra?^ ‘^"iqrrr^iV 

q^q^li HriarrsroTefHHqfg^-qtHt^H^qr: Ht5^\v:ifsrq=!?5qr5^ i HmqiH- 

fq%?r?q' ^^ttrgr^ sn?ft 1 g^qrCt'qf qis^r^tr ‘ %h — ' 
i;fjrrf%^r g^irrSf g%a' JT 2 T>it srpfr 1 ^ssr^fqwiJfisgqqHM' 

Hrs^qsRqjTrfg^qrg 1 h ^ ^r=f4 nswfgqrs^: Hr^r^oi'w- 
H5t5=iq ^¥rq^ qrqflq' h gsr'^g^ifgHsI:, stsi&ar fcj'^rq 1 
^i^5Tfcr?gqr^r5a^'iqTTr^taTErrnfHfca>TOr5Tfqft“ 
qatrfSr ^ 1 hh ct5Hq?’4 gv^iqpg h 1 Hpsrfgttqnr- 

Hqp’qqmcsrr^qHrfgfH %g, , H 1 Hsgqtra^gTHTsqrgpsT- 
f^qjff%s':«Fq^r H^F'qsfiKr^^q'rg, i h =g[Tcg:^?qT 3 ;^ 1 q^qf H«rr gn- 
srrg I q^r fl ^^Ji!=?r?HqTw cH^iTH^^icErqfiif^f^icgqH^- 
fq^qoiflsfq Jnqi^sfq HW-W gi'-q’qilT I ?T5ETricSrwlcqgqq^qr 
jRficirgtTT’Eirr =5f Hsa5=qH; r 

5=r«rt % ‘ qqn'irq' ’ ^?trc[rfqr’^?qi%a?q ett qjqoft^i^En^r 
HEr?=eraf§rqEnf'qrqHErHRr3^ I ^srrf^^i?TT ^rRfqqtqHqpEr 



V? 


sflfSIlslsRigr: 




* (?# 35 ?t 5 ^T ’ f 5 ^T^rg'rJ?rJr, ‘ ‘??r jg g 55 jg ’ g/sfr^risr- 

?rWti=qf?T^g5J!?^ sflv^f^^ctT Ut«T|F?\’J % f5?S?t ^ 8 T 

acTrargqqTjrT j 

— ‘ ;jqjfijfiqS(?rm5T^^^5=v:i?3;r ^taraJE^rr^??! fci^JT- ’ 
1[T% sjrrg^^g-gg^rg, i ‘ iftrai^^iiraEgt'H^^in'gqgiTt^w siralf ' ?fq 
JTEpTEtifrfi'aici; I 5£r?OT utot^i ^qjimi 3jis5rgr!?li5rrfma?ir?fraEqV 
i^Ea?rg I fT =?t ^'qT4^?nqrH% etmt >qraEEft6|E5Tn'jJigq?ii^gig=if:: i 
ESTfJwg' ‘OTtfg^rr TTIf^T^q: n?r V7T^I^Wvq\qH q&\OT , gpqt- 

•V'^“ i%R?q^Tq; ^ '' s% 

gsRJSqrqm JqfTTOTT I 

T5insft[ 5Ffg\3 <5rr 5 ^% 1 

rwRJR^ qn?g fSira^Rqi^ERT q^lT I! ? 11 
^i%ctfftqi?455?q=q?ri?iT: i 

^ iRUy 

5^3 ?rajT’'-qgqq^i (^wn; 1 laij^tr ifraspiqnRq^’^w % mw. 

1 ff =5 TSmgfir: ?JRfl ?qifgfFI 

%g, g I ' REg^Trusfi =g ’ S55j- 

%OTqi5^ ^Twr^rfsf'HqEqsTw’ft: saa^qigi 

gqRnFtT^OTfRig®mtg,i ?r^Tm stln^ qaTT-!55isrsifn% r’[a«] 

" I TtOT;, ^qm'iqqRTr srigiEpTfi qfgaf^qi'RTs^q ^TTfqqviqsit 
nvtrsrsivt^ Etwq^ n^eig^rn^T qOTgEqfa^ sfifS^TR 
¥r g^{% ETsii fTOT«fu avtisritviT 

aqRgEqfrtlg E^T-?TH\q RJTtJ^g ( ?tEl[ 5 B^W?(; ST 1 > ) ?q?il- 



- s; 3qf[r ] 


errfr 


5T ggnic^qai: ” [ 3To ] “ X^mm- 

] I 

“ 5a[?5 i r^p^mra^ST 3'qfftqq[,t q 

?Trqr?oii 'qw: I q^sq'fqtafq^t^ fqqf^qsi, i i q 

k^ii spqwfq ?wrH q'lqqnr ssflm i q^q^r anqf qqr — 

^ErrairnrT ’[!!'>] 

“ qi%rr^?q: I wq^iqrqr^q^qr; q^r?Bqrf^TqT: *fq qn^ wfir 
q^^oir^trrq^trr frfr'nl irsn^Tot^nsr qprfpaq^q 

q^ffirsT q ’qqfrtfq wqq qtq^qctfe fqqq i sifq 

q^'iwlvrt’q ^qrfqr fqqara” [qo] i “^q prq?(R:;rqq1qr5rqf?<^[q'‘] * 
3T?iTq|RqwRf«?ng;ciTfir 
T^sl: EWififRT?Tqf[lw% 1 ■ ' 

55s^’){^5!rawi^cl^ WR II ^ 11 
3Ti5Rr«^OTR«rTsi5i»^3 5(qiint?;fnf[?r?^T: I 

R RsriRi^ufTJf: ^ li «li 

riRqft^TIRflfT R^q 1 , ■ ' ' ' 

^ RjqRTRSRiCWiqq II II//' "' 

Rqt^ >/tqt qqr~5i7?snqlrRiR l ■ s. ’ ' ■ ' ' 
“ qt ?r3Tr qgf^qiq: Rnrrfqf^^: cp^qq qwr? qt^r- 

qr^qsqq: | sjnf^: | gqf^^qqrfq qi^qq; I 

5Teqiqq^?5Sqr ^q'tTqq: ^priqrgqsftqm^ 1 f^q: srlf^fq 
qq^ qRTfqRRsflrq: I arqqrqffqwq^'li: I ^^iftfqeJtR^qrq^qS- 
qrqrqf qfqqtq^qr^'isqq; ” [ 3 

“ ?mr% ?ncfl ^oiiq^qq, | q fiqqq RmR ^fjf^cT 

qqra qrqqtq^qqt, ” [ ro ] i 

qqr^ artqi qqt“-~3Ti^$ri^ 



q5isq5f?fn?f[: 


[^To ?• 




“ I %cfm ^ WR5iTq«fT: stTOSiprrilf: ^qr 

asi^g fer^Rot^ 1 i sr?pmi?ajfiasfi! sr^ggorrar 

nft?OTrr l^ar nrar =5gm a^r^fan ^ra ( 5 ^ 

a' sife^t a 

srfir 3 ^5^4; ” [ sg® ] I 

3?^ ?35«rFrra?na^3ft: awa: 1 ^ ^isfi 

-3TrfvrRT% I 

a^3T ?tg: JTgT^3t^3r?i:,i atm(a: I ia??i!!m3r 

trfa^aTri; I ag^^?rg5?tsf: 1 JTTwfra ^^isarEB^msgig, sias^qOjrc^ 
^ I I ?rjfr 3 ^ jf^^ils 

, af I 5 ^.-^araicfrraa 5J^a: 1 
“ si^r sncft 1 ‘ aa a?^a ’ ^arsf atw- 

^RTa,i fa 3 [tarja!(’aaaf^ 5 ataf 1 ‘ aa a5aJi.'’?faii a^: aamta. ” 

[ 5fo ] ' 

^ ?anliaqf^ a ^mar aar 55l[5fira?:'a?T?5f;R5j: a^ii 

ai'a^^aq^, 

lA^a =ai5^-, asiTsft a Kaftgnrp^pa^qsqag-rt;: , a ?3f5 
5afa#'i5§a?:Ta5^i^ =aT^ai5(€if^: 3r{^[ g aiaali^arria- 
, araiaa I 3aiaTS^s^>^Ri?at ^ ^i^^nsalR^ifRa- 

aaif^% a^sajRT a^i:aT: l asfla^qa g a^i%ajmTT to- 
awTai?€Tf% 'i;«»i'3<f^'^5TfiiaTaft*fa a =aT^Taq^ 1 

“ ^t^ftafa I ^a axa; — sialaata aa sa^ a^ ^afipaa^t?: t 
siaR^s aar goft^saw-a^aa^R: 1 a^aiaaa ai^afaaspi^a- 
saa?i^: ” [ ao] 

“ aa Bia^ar sr^r^faof^ faacafa ?fa gtaarfr:, ^araf 
‘ ^sfa ’ ?33ail^fe, a a'fef afaga^a i aa 5Eataiaag3Pt 
aaatai aat aa55BTRi,a?ar aa?f\aaai^a^fat% a^g^ja 



3iqw ] 


•agra:: 


V9 


531^4 f%sfi 5n%ilrf%55!I5e[^l 

1 3Rr??w vratOTf^sii; i aimv^T?^ gofi^s^^qcsr^i 

^ar, ^rfi: i ■■f^^ s^rS’-gq^m?!!- 
%gr*i 'qt^rtra?f\fiT;, sift g i =gt^c^§^" 

^R: I ^ Kg'f^5oft^?rE??IF«r- 

s«Tqr?Rs?^^f^ n 

f^?rT^f%: I f% =qM5JWi«i^«nTT'g?R5rigR^Tt^qiRi’^r;^wi- 
'5%rtrf!T ^ g s-tRi^rr ?ffr %?i:, i ?Rrf^qs^g:-fns- 

^I!irf*=fR R^t3[tHR*rRr5R5*fiqfri3^Tfl33f3flgS!T 

fwf^jn^atr^Rwgg;?r?B sr i i ar^r ‘ =g??qs(^: qa:’ 

^fqrfgqjt OTi^^fwnfTRfim ffg' fqqq: ^ 

%, I'T^qiRTsqR, i m^^fi^rqqyqtsBrsqftR fi?wt 

ar’^tmTcqtq'^ ” [ 5['> ] I 

‘gifwfqggqr^'qt^'JiTfq-^qwqt ^r^^ftsqfsrafsRq^ 

•^qtfq a^3f(^f?oT ®(^qwsitmf^3TqRW«.qf'qRfiTj% i 

^q^gcft vq??n5flgR5pq: I ^aqs^i^rr^ftRfq ^j^RsgqgrrfqfirSfRsf 
sftfgq i gs^r ®t%?R 

f»»^5!tf^?r«rq ?r ^rfir i arstfrq^qrwrqR i 

5 ^-; 1 

57=^; iRNROT: I '15^1^ I ^ I 

•q?q^qRF?WrtRRq^^?qTafi4iaTt%fT: I 
qRorffq cfq^: !5r?4 afsir (| £ |t 

3TTf!EPfi?:qr55TS5^T ^iq qtt^qwq: I 

5(?ira^qT £0: 5RtT: ng; 11 «4) II 

qjtqra I 

%pp?q qr^ 5fTq% H <: n 







'c 


‘ ‘ vfsj § 3:1 I ■■Hr =ai 5H5T«!r I sih Brnr 1 ^crnr- 

sT^sf ?7fs^RaTHr4??r sfl;?r=s?H =5t I 3'q[Jrwr3?5T 1 

%^\Hs{cr ig^r I ’^HTartsA'TO'WTsr^nwfeqh^r^isr ^rqxri; i 

^qrrt^t srrHsqgtf^fH ?rt??r ftafH'^THtsffq 

*Tif — 1 

“v:HTr:H ?riv7[;^;fq' | srtq% =at SHHl artsff i' 

ft?r fit^qjTi?-‘ q »^?ri ?n%?r-’ fr% 1 r% gfi^ ht ?nft 

57^1 fsrrsrar gfa^er i w =q ‘ hh gr?W ’ ^r^rs^q^crnr ^nrw- 
vqrr^gqt^^ artHi ?t%3 ^ ^str^ar 1 ^rraf g ^(%' 
rrfe^ !t ^rirq'fH ' ^ 5[5 «ph — ’ 

iq45r\^ ri^ig¥i^cr,i n«rrfq EP5q>T-^-^'i?rir5f=!(-’^^ 
q^^rr •<5^rq\qJF?i!>S: 1 rr^ artcft «isrt — 

•■sts^i^M ” [ ] I 

^ %h: ar^H 5T?ir ( qr^ortfrg^H ^rt ) ??r!vqir 

q^: HRsrjr {^sr^?f ;p| j ,, 

aWfq?TTin?q arqfq^rTqt^aif 53t5i^ H^qiaqs^tq arifigiq^q 
qfrir^ ffq qasjr^s) ?T5q 1 arq gq qsq^q «qrf?s?^rqq: ” [^ro] i* 
" arqr’Sqq^^n: qRonfl-g^^iaqtrq^nqjq, 4iqiq??. 1 'arT^qiq 
SS5?tRq qqtJqsgq qgfw ft^isqqt^q ?Icqq qiHqq qq- 
551^ aflHiqrj; I qtq^ STtsff qqt — 5rr^'^f% ’' [qo] I. 

3rr|?eq?rqRr; arrfs^S: ar^r qaj: 5% qft^r^Tq; arqfq- 

^qr qi^qqt, frna^q nq; gqq: ?g: 1 “ aqq f^qifq% 
qiTOiqjq q 5qifS5qrfq 1 q^q Slfetf^ ” [ ] >> 

ars^qqq , 

“ arr^R srtqstqj^ 1 fqqt^rqys^jj;^ 1 qaqsrnftfrqq: ? 

?qqRin#r qrqq: 1 qfr anqfe- %% I qcHiftqrq^qt^.' 

qqqftqq^ g^arfTtfir wq: ” [ q« ] I 



“ 'if’H mm I 'iT^ScTViTBfff TTmW m’lt i : 

fg'T^P5imf?f ttferUTT sttsfi ’■ [ ^o ] I 

?Tqr!T«Tr IR II 

R3T^qqp^TtlfeTO^3T?:0T If 5ff?;^q555r!;?R | 

®r§;q 1 1*^.1! 

[ ?r^5!:p?iiPT?fe?>urrmf^mDi =t 1 

?^SST^T f%5T»^T^ | ] 

^{Rpfmspr ^ tiiS 

wrmT II 

5 FRW 5 TT 1 

sfisic?; ^qnT?nei5f; |{^ — ^niRfr, 

qjjk'rsffm'JriMR^ 'Tq^r, qw. sw%^fTrqq7^r%?5T 

^ ¥l^_ I 

“ ?(f%:Hm St HflstfH 1 TqrwrErt%iT?q;^q ^faqs^q- 

qtq^qnrWRq fqvjfsR g'qm^trgqpTRssqvtqtsj; i st m mat | ^at^t- 
atHqfttainmtsaHaqt aq^t^ta ^qtrr-agqt^tata: | stm mm- 
Hirrsm^a | aq'H'^qrs-aafa %qq;m gHiqwia\qaT I a^ amnr 
aqt— Pf3i^l% 1 

‘'at^ (irqlqa a'qjTta atqRtsj,! fefartaa^i ‘ qs^a^^r ’ 

‘ qjsastasi,, ’ ‘ ^oT ’ cfre ?rw?Tnt^r§:!(tnm^ ” ' 

[3o]| 

‘ ■ sq I 3tmq n*a: 1 ^stui =a^Ttf^ I 'Rf%%irol 

faaa'raqlgjiqflt i astsa^m^fr^mr: ) ( sttm i > 

f%ti’qrr I qtat^[T^?T5rinTi%qa?%a 

goi 'atwT^^if ?tt?^qtf4qt=rTat- 

^TOta^tq^^tg 1 waawTtt^qsiftagqirtraf^tT: ^fa 



5KT5Ji5[3fn;(t: 


L ’^1 1 o ^ - 


I ST3 H l;rg[ | 

ft'%'^T3qT^WTrt^anqfrT’iw\trg«?ciKn: I n^'iissifqgnsgFq'-qqi^^ I 
3ws=q% 3qjfmj?rcg?|^ firsrf^acqi?!, I i‘ir^iief^l% I 3 
qjtsgjHqignqiTjH^^ 1 =g^??3r 'q^^qgwftrJiaiqinwcrj 

’T^^'g'iqfirq^q ?f? i ^^j=C!?g qstnq^q ^rsq^q^q 

ifirs^f^lTOre^sqqfrigf'lTn^qsq: I qsjsq^q qoi?nq5iq\Fq;qtlT\qFtqw 
fqqfel5^f^5?irf: ” [^•o] 

“ iftqqjTt ntq^ !q»?qf<T i ‘ ^ =qs=^ 

q^i%anq?i(jr?tqt¥fr5n?r, i ^ttPr af^?int i qq: qjFjqqrsi'tsTT =g ?fi. 
FTFpcrqt^Fqqi^t ?f\?TJp^iq^^T^q(rr, I 'q qi ^\q\^qF5q»qr 
5n’^^ I 

“ q'WS^ ^rqiTtOTHHB qt?«qW[?ricTq5?^fq!q: I ?Rq 5?\^ 

qq{% qq% ngfe =^qiTt i q?? qqf^ i q;rf>its{vqq?pJttqt fq- 
vqi^ ?Rq lOr'^qiq: I qqf^ ?l[|q I qs^tq nf^qtqig^ l oig^qfcr 
fl^eir I q?q^?q%qrqtq, I qq %qi I 3'q\^qi'niflfq ^\ 

g-qqtqTf^3:iqi HTrmrq, i qq>mr qqr — cf^ ^T% i ” [q®] • 

q5T^RFlqIqTo^^^T i 

fsn^f^fT II ? o II 

?T«n — 

3T#t^^55lJT4iqqni%qR^T I 

^i%^g^5qjqT55'^TT??T: 5{{^f^^qi?[f(sq)qi^'Tri^ 11^11 

5Frf:3<tqi^ I 

qi^T-Tq =qF^JTT^ ^q^H^T II Rk U 
q^T^ct ?t q^ i 

^T ! 3 jt: qi^^^ ^?:^?ftqi%: II R\ II 



^ gqm ] 




^ 5 ; 

mT?5f TTf^rgrr ^ <i « '3l'--?II% ( 

fg^sjT 1 ^rfifsqt: nns fsr«rj«f; Rst 1 “ ^qwwrR T^wn^q- 

si^: ” [qy. -'^’ 5 '^''' ] 

arw^frr l 

" 317? Tio^qtoi^fil »WI?T: I f|[<fwi '’ f S?o ] 

3t 4 ifmr rr%^f^^sia^ 1 wferrgsmr f<;'n?7q:t 

rt'&i^lq^; 3»{^\q' stifeq^ h; i ^5t-r?qi«rr 
srT%?fi^?r srr«r4»^??^X'^?Eqft?raRi ns^;? t g^if^fur ng^f?? 1 

^ 3^1 SBfl55?n: q;Tf??r: ^'WT I aim'll: I 

“ aiig^rf?r?fg3r?t?*n3[rf7TiR>9[wqSfq?Tsgr?iT 'a=!(mTnrq jrp*??; i 

«?«» — •Irwi^ ” [a® ] 

“ arm gq: qi^ 5 r igH{TfqT=g?f?? 1 ‘ ^■qjqisngr'qjl ’ [ qr® ?to 
■^H'H ^ q;4»JjrtfqiTtSTmf 1 Jqn^^^ftRT J?v:% a???T:!!jCl'Clf?? 
sTfft! 5> ^qt=g!!:t% I ‘ srfqsp^inf^ ’ I fqfggRrr? i 

fqf^goi fir^ ^Rsq; 1 fVfr^s^^irKn ’ ['?>®’T'' 

I ?Trfra% 1 ‘ q;n: qqf 

^qsr’ [ qfo %o ^’-5^ ] ” [ '^° ] “ '3^^’?^ 

3?r?rre5q5;af?5l:sfq ^nc^qqrgqsrwrqig. ^I’s? 1 ^q^qfciqiKr- 

flRnfnfqrgrqfq q^raqs^^rrq^: ” [ ^-o ] 1 oinfe: ^gg-q qqi-qj^ 
— q> ^qq: q ?TqR 3# fngrqqqf^ jfl-qyqjrsfiq ?q 
q^fR 1 ' 3qtnq q ’ fqi® q® ] 3:f3 wo^qqq 

Otg^ ^ siqfftqfq; gq: qrsraqit q?l% | qr^ qg?5f57q!!|: | 
q^q^5iRq;r?rq^ arq sp^ 1 

ff 5 ’^??e 5 n II ^ !! 

^J^fq ^iqqscfq qqT 1 

f^JTif^T =q iR#r ll 11 





[erTo V- 


§;3:T5PFr: i 

WTJWfklS^T TrH^ 5CT3ifW,; II II 
“ 'rftq- {q^rsTffWT 1 era i 

fkeqig»^ ^c%?nq?JTra=!n^qf5i% ^qrfTsqqruqift. i !Tifq ?tfe;- 
rfirr t qir-T^rrf^tJr etcHtI' f?55tqmratfi^ i qrfir ?ncfi i 

?qrawTi^n'^q5=*f«rr ra^Tstg—tr^T^lk ” [ 3 I 

fesnr ?T4r — ^effsrHfk | rr^rfk q?fn|?H ?Tra ^rfarerr 

f3[v;^sfi=,TJ7r ^5rr=5f?rrr | raf : ?Tfkasrr=Ei?ra i f^^rrra «Tr{ksTqf??r 
^rrfjT??? ^qr^itkcT | q'nwq: ^ra«T: T^frkcf f??rr?rrar'g?f??r i 
'■ rrafk ?J5Jap^fTS5!r: , srrfT^rarpj; I g.-ran =g??: 

” [s'o ] ) " ftswr q=fRsq:’- 

[ qr. ] irkr aTr=gRra %it i 

‘ ‘ ^ »qrrrt*m43FT5^ fsfq qJT^'i'rt 

qtkn ?iar!fq fgjq qg | a^H qq HTiW^tsfer 

^iq’fTr: i er<qrg?f?q^ w^tq’wrqra: I Hirr^mr nm — 

qkq?«ftfk ■’ [ q° 3 1 

’Twm^ gt: qkqk*Tqr ittfroii irsk^tsq ei’ra 

^n^{k ptaKrr: ^raiq: ^larf 3??: ?r3ir jssr?: ?:g' kivrar \ 

‘ 3'qwH sj?rsTr(irf»T; "■ ^mp=m5iq\?t ’ ( '"-rr- ^ ^' 3 '^' 

{kfTJWTTT: I arg ?i3nq f^raqiTi ) 

wqriR^iq i=€t \\ 

I ^rrsfRoram^JT ^ fen nJTtk =?r 

I “ 5 I g-tTJrra^n^ gfgiet^nrrwff^ i siTfr 

mm I ^TOPTUram fqrfrakpTR” [ qo 1 i aicft 
fiTTOw, I 

fr6i.#r qjosarqjf^sTit I 

JTT^iS^wft'^'0 WJR ¥W=crT 11 qifilw ,11 ? ^ II 



Y STOJ ] 




[ “ ||55t?wr?Ti ^pnsgjspf^HtfjT i 

5rr55?fifg3fi?is^ n ’’ j 

ln^ qis HiFF^nT I 

^ifTwnr ^sTr-sofoorsH f ra 1 1 vnrr vrJTORfj^c ms 
=gfTsj?irf^ ^T^sn^^Tijr ( f n -^s^tfq' 

JTr5!?figffrRg¥!JTr ^f(t wn. i h?i 35^11 jfc?n?i fif:mh- 

T^RTigT^^l ffg far^rrfp^lRfR Hsnsfq- 

^Wfgqjrr?[?cf ffiqJT^l^Stfe^qfriq^?!^ ” [ro] I 

'■ q=a ‘^JTg'TTrrJWHiqfrr, tt^^rr: RsqgfqflRHqq^ROrqaf-qriFr, 1 
•arfqr cWRW^aR: ’ f fa 1 Trt^^fTi^gnRsr!' iwir 

¥rrr^ zsinx ^uft jPif^, 'mm h f^uRfra-fpr 

iP=!q*fr^R5qr?rispi7JqR{?i^iamrai5q?it5i'SH\qq^4 tt 

I stf^rair m5!?fif§TO55?i ?iRrfif^2r ?rg[ inr'^isRifa” 

[?o3To=RSj]i “ fgRRRs®(5^!'*?7f ^ffli qrr% 

^rq^r ” [ no ] 

3Tra T?RT% 1 

3T3:ri^f%fl[T^Tq5R^?R5J?;ii(?rT=si?i: \ ' 
fiqrcni^ni^Tl'Js: 5?r qprf.^Tg^'rqT^' II 11 
3T5[t53tt ^qmq: 1 

srr^q^rnqRiH 1 rt 11 

5T’cr?rn% I ■' tftfqq!ffio5\5F.%it ^qiol^r 

?R3T ?Tr£qn R afiTqfT^TrRwgifcr 1 

q^rr n rxmn cTsricfrRjrqi^: ” [ =5° ] 1 

. 3 T?r Rf^RW 5 TffkR 5 T ‘ 3 -qfrR(^rar^ ’ (qr. -\^ ^V ) 

=OToi qrr^qicr^ I 

“ 31^ qqrtq fq^qor^rfiqiTf: qsfqjqRJR-Hsrifq ff gsrifiR, xm g 
I sT?qan qq=q\sRqR5?nq%: 1 g«rr ’gRRsf 



5Kr55!i5iijpTs?r: 


[^To Y' 




3tt?iTr ^Ff i;t% ?rafraj>^r?^ii?wafr^ i f?n*rar 
5 b’^>w*i: I =grgiTr^r% ^ 'rm'STH 

I iir^rfqr fg'sfwsp^r?^ ^r^it 3’cmi5f\tjJ[. 

?T?Ti:, ^qjqRwqtf?% n^Trfq awTOrai: ^ 

f5r<^^' ^ WMT 11 y II 

5(qr3ir sjlf^'TOmRHTq; I 3?T?:?;atq^, — 

?nWIR I 

fTi?;?t3cfq?:mf%^rrf^i ^^ftr in-i: ii 

fpv » 

3T5f ^?F^;iR55(lT^5=tT ^t?T ^TJTTH^TtT »T5[^:, 

iit^i a§T,?JtHRfErT?i‘.^ci??TSfc?pferaTri, 3r!i;5]^?ni^5r?0% 

^fT^ir T^qTtqifiqffT 1 trq^qTtJn^^rT^RT: <i;pTii^ ;g^ 


“ {%5!\q ctq^qifef^'^fq?rq5!iq wq i ^irlq witi??- 

TTiq 1 5S[?qcr gm^tRrwr?!. t Fi?rr^-qq — 

t%!w I qqr ?T^‘i^nru?f(t% ” [ q° ] 1 

g:^<f3TqR IRcwq^RR qqr 1 

Wt fgsst&jRt fq^isvft fqq? I qqr i qiT5CRq ^Hf^r 
I 3Trf%q sqrFrqRa? TT?ft q^qr: 1 

?qr i 5W5ft: f?R t 

“ ariT 55gtn?fT {irq^-^g FT^r ^3:g^Il!fOT5q; [• 

q?r 5 ^ q^qr ??isTf fqsrs^qgr H5[r ‘ ^rFiTqqmq^- 

qq5[Ft qfgftf^^^q^^wst ’ ^srtsTra^c^'TORqqq^iFq 5i«R- 

qf EftftgqqRqrf^f^ ^(?r ^x- 







W'3?rr 3‘^^?f%a^rs3fr55tRiFrfWfHff'TO«it 

?^5iTrf^ JFRV JTHT^cTO^?:^ — 

•‘ “ 3'qwrwf^R’RsfT t ‘ 

S* • 

3j;fwsE: ’ I ^?rT!5r:ig^'#r ^ srt^^jR 3-qfif^r: i ?fi^in5srrf^ ^ 
^OT: I 5T =q <m\|5pfr^-?r3q. I sitqimf^: ” I 

f^r I «rfT; f ??qt=qrf^qTq:f5:crqi««(qr^Hr^ffRn:?n%f^ ?r 

aTWTsrrsv^rTOrH^sTf^OTi^r^f^q^Rsriq^: ” [ sfo ] i 

'■' I qOTS3?qtWi5«Tr^i3rrq ^^rfifq^: 

M ’!tig»qr^8?^^^q%f?f^ ” [ s'® ] 

“ cT^ q-a I :jq?rrsr^\^ gfj I I 

ii I wfq^rsRiVf^ fr ( ^icRPiq^=!f^i^ %sp: i 5^f i ?r?^- 

5Tf%{^af5c^! I ^oiT^^tar q2 I i 

' ‘ sR^stgqiTt^^c iRvra^ct I srfwtsr- 

?TR?iq'tn 1 5RI i ctw?tt ^tm-'’ 

“ 3T?r^^ ?;i5q§fr#^ ^bjcit i 

q(^^i5[ {IrttiTTigr ii 9% n 

^TKIR^ 

5[wt^ f^iajTqfTT II =0 1) 


# ^ TiepAcr sRfWRTqTJR m^mx i swr- 

xRgqflq^qmR# 


^st qsn%\f%T3fn55r 


5 ? 


p[f^^55iW§3c;r swraf^ciT i 

5ig ^ 11 II 

Sfl^i I I 







[ spio K~ 


“ 51?!Wg’T% I 

" T^irRR^r'T^sri'TfrRHf’OT^si^t stkstv ^rnr ' — i 
“ 5^?isTH??|g?grr^^: sgT’^r^oTiiTrT to^stt; i 

“ >j^iT^iq&?r^5irafiTi^gqmfi5t ??i?nqwi i ?qrfcr 
I ?i^T?itq?Tr— 2q;?rgf9t^% ” [ qo J I 

'■ I sR^TcT fira^ot^T qoi Efi; 

mfi’ar qqqiarr^qsi ?T?rif?m\%tTT sr^fir ?rfq 

qi%q^sr ?rrt^it¥q j^'qtfir'moifsrTf^qFT sTfFrfqH^f?! ’iqiqyqt- 
^^txr^gqTrrJJcqTjr^^'rqirr i ^foif?i?;T%: i jqq?T fq?T5^Fqq-:B 
” [ =qo ] II ■, 

“ ‘ot; I q^si— 

TTRfrlrf^ I 

“ ^5r f['3ic;qi^^I fl?5l?fT: I rl -^^t: fewfir 

^\=ff;t , ^tRr wq- I 3-Tf:^o[rf^iwqiTfJ, i ^T'qrfq ^ST hh ^^<it 

f%5fraT?{% %q:, q:qfq‘qqf^5iraf^w¥?mE??qqim’-qr5iR?nqq- 

r^ir^” [ a«] I 

=a — '“ t|:qfq?rfe ■qoi^rr^qs’^fqqm'gqTTi i =q=qT — 

q? q^ firWlffTr^r =qa;qiw: II 

W^r ?q?:!%ftaTr ^ ^mmwqr i fii^qoTHF'qi^iratfi, i 

^?RITqflq5^?fimqf^5ft I «f«ri?q^;=!1iT I ” 

TTTijoTfqr qiq^nqnrqr: ?ira'i'«^ i 

fqqr^'qr 3'q?rT?n i 3if%?fq ¥n3i|Ti=^T;s5i3ni5sii!qtV- 

H^FRqfft ^€n%qlr i 


Hq?TT?FTfcT 5 :#i 5 ^mi 5 ris?pHiJ(; i 





?f m i^iMh i 

ziRflsraigiq^mgraK^ cifIcsmT crfi^raT: iR^n 

^qsRfHi^ [ “ ^'T57Hr??t?52i5rE%^r2r 
ifgi>^=r fha^ri^^^r; I ' a'TOHr^m^^^^’^imrgK- 

5(1=51^: ' 5rf?ft%»wreT?x i i^g'pfrn'f^sf^sT erfi; ( ar?r?^«r; 

?r ^TST?|;qwTiTi'cft(ii I wcrq?Tfi %f%5q- 

1 ti^gtqqit T%qjimwTrts5!?iq^5TT^ 1 fg- 

■grFragr^ ” [ u® ] | 

“5I%cT^fjT%l ! ?7T 

f5f?tr?nq5t{?a¥fia\f^ ^ \ | sriq^f^^ I ^sg^^q;- 

Tn=€Rt! 6 ci^?ii fg^t?tre?ife5rat g=?i*Tf^qf?'JTTrrHt!=5*r: | 

5Fk5tT {g95t¥it: I f%st?iTgia^?T EBtiR«r sr^ii gfq grr?qt fjtg'w- 
ggr: i fsr?jfisrjfr i ?rfJTr«f 5 rfTfiswi?Ts?fnf^ qrrsr: | 

Ir I ^ =5 rr 5 'mt^qr!=qdi?qsrFSR)[s- 

^v> I ” [%o] I “ sTw 

?R^?; I” [ qo ] 

. . r •' 

'aq^fMiqfW^TT: qr%%T ar^T?!^ 

■ifT^q^T 'S'W^qrrr 51 % ^q^qrqJTT l 

qiq? 5 i ^rgf<:q fEi«i gg; 1 
^'iTiq '^ff^fei g?;qn m 11 \y 11 

f^qq^ 1 ?rq\^TJPnqi[qq\r^?ira ^qfrq\emt!fll'¥Itq: i 
T'qfsrqq?:^ ( wEcqiq^ q«ir5!^¥tqqg i jijrfftq =3?? frrF'^r- 

firsqri^ qcfiq3i:iT5qfq. I a-q^r^tq^f^ ^frrqri i f%qqr^T«T®rgq- 
^r. H 







| ” [ao] ! “ 

?5^: I ft'^tt ^f?cr: I I 5I?I ^ 1 ?T?*r ?T^ Tl{%E5;?15^n'^- 

w=^\5?«rm^ OT4fe?rr5=^«r: i 

” [=go] I “ 3i^( 

^!s}WT7pFRf^rr^5§t «5?T5?T5qrji% I 3!^ 

¥rr?r: ” [ho] I 

3 ;^ ??t WT fi serg-ir ^^itkt- 

am i 

?fta; 5irf?a spqvmaqT 

^5iT f© ^ qi^at: q^^T- if -A i 

f^rq#i afirsf TR a*^RT^ a»T: 

3TiH?3^q^qa ^^\ II \| 

^cinft sqmti^ ^qaii^qaqT w'rfaaqt i - 

‘ ‘ isns'^q sqmHrvqmg sr^m qraT- 

mtat,3^Rs?Tirr5 i i i atvi amr- 

?rRmf^^;m'5i^.qofi;Tr^55^ I tiq: i 

JT^arrtcFTfr: ^tjt ^wgqwR^ i M^s^^n'iirR^^Tr 

3-5^^r I q# =€p55fiqJT[a^ifa:q;5T^afq'iq5Bg^iq5T3?Er§R«r«T: ” 

[ ] I 

“ ???• I jTipam Hvrrggjsskq hh. 

aR¥r{^?fr ^rc^^rraa a^q^raqjr? i ht 

Imrf^^tqqtw^tgfEraRt 1 If5&^r asrr — tjshr'twr 



J ■3ST^: 


n 

“ I q?r^Ef?T\: TT?^ n% ^'utTtar qr^qiwafa ?Ta5i'?\5r: j 

aJT i i «n ww ti^TaJFzrr stTfelfr «Tf sr^- 

5Pcf^fn*fr 5T^5F,Ej;r??qT ^ic<n»i?i«Tr ^r^Ts^rffcT jftfi ^f^r ” [=^o ] i 

“ 3T5I q-5T5:SfT?TT; ^tfe^l=5i?'n4li: 

ctr^RT^ft I ^^^'TOvnsfsT — fe5q^iq:i% i (^qs?i[)| 

3T5r iTJ^iJTr^T fTWHi sqrqsTtf? &q?in%^qri^ir ^vrifq'cjfjrfH ^gi^cflt- 
aiH ' ?TTi»qi 

q;r?frcTTTqr»^^I, i i nsf 

g?qsnr-^5q\=qT ” [ ^° ] • " 

— “ sr^ HfnJiacqsT %qfffe2nq;g/g,f5^^iair ^sqiqstifgfq^tr 
ftfiTTr 5iT?in I sqiq5iT5(i rjja^qri^q^ i ^ =q 

fqqq-:5?T r(»q?qgqi*j; I ^^qifqf^tf^Sn^eqsr H^gaTqrfwqraflftiafgrfT I 
«f=H 5qiqqi^5ST&Tt{qqq?iq^% WSv I 


^ ti|ss ii 

^r%^T qaiT — 

3T4 # 3ar ^ff: H!#rfer: 

m^' #. ^^v^ s{mf^ 

f.cfr?cr: i^'??fT^T^f|,qq?^TS;FtTMcf rqt 

fifq5qqF5{f?T3fT2T: 11 ".^S 1| 

?q^-. I 5][siT — 

^fl5rT5^f^55ra=H^3|^r^ q?;^: nq^ii 

f^?g fq5?s(Ti5T|q ftT5( fimW’ q^ftqqFi: ¥r^s?t I 

“ qsfqqf^^rrffrRqfT ■^srrs^rfi sq g 

^qtgq^qrfqfqqqisfq i i sigr 



?fa 55^criJ3[^ I !0f^3^T fg57tJi: I cJ^f vi^\^T 

] 

-/ “ 5craR sr% I I nra^Bit: 5 ^ 155 ; 

efrr?!!^ ^ f^Ep^q-iq; f%t 

I 0pf^^3[T{%mrEi;rs:iqiJTt? — 3T?i^^55i^!n?r: frr^n?: 

^ STfei®:; ^1,4: g;?fi: ^cl: ^tK: ‘ 

’ f f% PSnSr^r g?nRH: 5HqTT?7^!qg^lTq- 

=fF:5^ra |0 t vrig: I ?rft ^^FIT^: stfe: I'ifilJ.I’T:, ifT ?is(f: f^i^l! 
f5T*r?i ?T«Ti ??Ti=HKri H f%g | 

3 vri^: I cTft His^lfi, ^it: 

sfWfrTic^rsr: ” [ J I 

“ 3TvUTt^'isc5ii^'\f[T ^§[1 wag^nfETi^tffr I'^u^ifroT 
•jrKifsT I ?r =51x4 I ?i^*r ^a[fig«tif^?i^rt 

I ®ig Vlgra^^T f%SI«tin^ ?fl 57 g fjfj^- 

?Tj?a\sfcr I ^ qsm: 1 1 f ^r q;a?i: 1 ^[^i=fst' 

f^f^ fg^T^^TTri; I fta^nTtipSftfq I I ?T«tT' 

I ” [ st» i 1 

“ I n% 1 1 

V%‘ I ^ I g'^f^RT f%ij. I aft 3i5tf Tras?, I ?r?t 

5tsm q^?T: qsJixi,Rfe5f?ir^T?T^=q|: 

[ 3-0 ] I “ rrrE% 1 nTftiwTfrg'^t'E^ 5Trs4f%5^i- 

¥tT^rf^% q^tnr ” [ iro ] I 

I T^S2?r f^isi^rPtRR^ sf Krfq q5*nx?qi?i: 1 3 ^- 

%?i ^ %Titt ^mr^cffo^grrit^^fq 1 
5I33'^I 3IKIT-- 

3Tf5(T: g 55#^5r?: 



-to ] 




ifi^5!irer5Tg: ^ g 

jnrqswTfg;?;^ ^ 3?:TaTT 5^1: 11 n 

^m-3i^qT i;f^ 1 (Sr^Pifitw^ naj^sl 
3^?gr?T 1 3r?«r[ sr^^irf: ^Jif^'-Tt ?jer *r: srsrrTfg'rwrar 

qjtfScrsr^: g 1 qsr sr'qR't m\ 

7?5r H JTJfr: ?^4Pq5i3:,i g^qrfspr: g'frM; irm.' T%q.i '‘^fcjsrsrfqfg- 
¥irrH¥s^r?--g:ff^^T(%55:?rRr«r2r#f2q;: ” [ 3"° ] 

3r?: f f5Srrfrf%: sptatci srtegqq profi 

gf%: sT^r %i mmi ^q w ^rrnf: ii 

qifqttr^rtq Jt5irq?qf^: sp^qifq ^r q'si34g=q^^'^ [ '^“ ] Xy' 

aTi%?qrFqTfC’^^^^^4t: 3rfe: I 

I “ ^paraifTr 3?;qq;ij.” [ho] 1 “ st^^i- 

s^^Rw: I q'lH g ^rqrf^HRqq; ” [30 ] I “ HTTwm I'qjft 1 
g i g^T^qfgyrqifrHrfHHqliTKT 1 

cTtwh,-^^ 3?i^sfq qqr^rgqcnfgfqqrSfgHf^fcrt-ftgEirfjfH^q qjihr- 
ofiq?rr^qq;rfRH!!fiq?qriTr $qr:” [ho] 1 “ 

f^ar irfH Hiq^rrrqfarsqrfa; i ngfr? fffqsrg-Hmq ^ 1 

"o 

gqra H3??Tq5g(qqq^q5g?t(qqra =5 1 g 1 nra 

” [ 30 ] I 

%LllfiS3L?lT M V9 II 

sTTOTf^qr |5f arrargirraiT: 5r5?rqTftT:, hH’- 

f?iTf^ T^qrs^^H Hnr^gsrfgi^zfq:. 1 arrof^rar ^- 
I w — 

f^raRH gR^^afr — 

f ???3ajR{5TO?R{^T RfW^TRRlfrarq^ I 







^'TT^ ^vqclT ^?55?iqRi^ 

?5T5-gq?3l xg$?{ II ^o || 

3T5r 3T?^'<^R5q^?n:fe^cSfTftdf^KrH n%f^ 

ti^R? RoeRiiCT^RiT R RSTRI I 

“ ' s^WfcTctT g ggsfq 

?".^rs^t Rgf^g h^i girr s^qgsjj^ I j^jt^eh g^g 

flWRwrcrr fgqg: ^Tsgarfgqisnsgfg | srr^ifqgr gfg si|- 

q:5PWfqq%gflf?gi^r.?f5q^5j^ gnRI%: I I ” 

[ 51° 3 II 

^T^qspg^ gifTtgi^ipi f iqifeifl 

qTngr ^qm ^1q[?g;i >?T?fg i sms^iTrwif^i gq rw g?qi! 
^?5tg ^q^g vtgwt i^i?q;T qR ar^ifg fqvigi vit^qjrn | gisg'qf. 
gi^q 5q??% 5mg% ?fiqq5t i gq g^tqsqi^ ^\yiRRq33g'\g\q!RT- 
"JRIL I I ^Rsgq^q 53ag ^qiSig ^ERirqg 

^fpgqfgrfggrgg^q qf^gw gin ggalr Rr^q^dj I sir " 
qqqTfec^l qifnglfg qqig^qqisq, I qgfgq^gqJI'iqq^tfoT fq^quufg ” 

I 3 1 

‘ ‘ 3iq qtgq^ sqi^qrrf^ gig^qtfgsBgt^Vqgtoi gq gis^g; i 
qn=qd ^qwigrf?oi g I grq^qrqqjigrqg ^qqgqfiqi: 
^Rg?S[gg:^0T^rfS>fq5qTrgfg gg 1 ( ‘ qq g q;Tqifg^\q tifq: 
^iqifeqqfe^fg qr, squqit 5q\?T^q qr, sa^^Lq^^n- 
^gt?qiT: 3ir^qg??q5er(nq;i g5qtfgq.^ai ^qwqq^: g;gg f.5qt^q: ’ 

[ go ] ) g|gq?3; I q€n=gqfgsq^g^f)ciq;cq fq^qiq g ;Eqig | gi% 

^q>qftq| RtqEpg. i qstqif^qqt geggqt^TqiqgRgiqf i gqgtqgal 

g qrgt?qmqig?qq qq grig” [ a® 3 • 

snqk ^ I 

i^lfgR^RTg I RRT— 




?;ai^5CT 'RJICt ft^on lU? II 

[ i 0 tTfa:g> % ^di TT»^_ra?!ftn5, i"'^'^ ''''^ 

?if¥rf <T?rf gsisft vr^ ii ] 

ar^ ?;oi??n^;53:cqiird'-,qjfjrfi 3fi5fTTn^; 

H7?5rs^T? I 

" 5;^T ^ ??!n?1fir?iT: i gsri ^ ^f^^ifl'sjniorr; ?is^- 

-^t^; J 3 f%^% 0 )r 

I a'^nr?onj— ] • 

“ JfWf^JrarJt W55HI^ I ^ I 5;5:r4 ^3w ^ I 

a5i7;g;p5rR3>wrTfs.^tf^?ir!n ^if^i5wran?Tm^ i 3!^^ 

=3 1 3^5337 f^gsj I TOf W=if% ;7?iig3f:rf^qn^ 

irra33njTrar ” [ =^0 ] I 

“ 315? 3c5355=tT:5?«^rrRtwi- sirrs^ 1 Tr>^i5r5i?n3!it srTf^ppttg f^- 

^wt: =«ltfi':’T ^ 5lis^?)[; 1 (% ?5rScr:g3?5^jfjq5IIj^®E}f. 

I STfqsTr ?I???nT^3fOTqtri; l ?I#!Tt^- 

I 30rt^l^a I I I j 

I {3:?fWi53?t^f%5T!g?S-TtsiT?i^ | si^- 

fN ♦ 

ITO’ 3 

R3C^*#ri% I f^3fff|m3T3fi. I ” [ ST'' ] I 





[ ~t 


W — 

i?:wrarrfi=TR 5 T!=i^ 

3Tf^ q^Rf: ?q#T q?I-qf^Tqqr 

5rf=^S5qT: ff^ vpmw. II^RII 

“ 55#ifq-qq5m?ftqv:q{ff^ ?T5g arg^rffr RcnkcRf^ 

I aqi ^rTPrfqr ^Fcf^qt^cf f^T'cT R?^ S^T: R¥!fqR?r 

5R\fq I R^Trratffi^ qqt 5Rt=frqr sT?cr: i . 

9Rr5^-^tTrJir?ci:sp?aiciq:r fqRqr=5r Jj^rfq sift i I 5ft%, 

qTi^frtf^iqf^R: si^qr ffq i ^-^mfiim^R: i sif^^^Ri rrw 
srffl^r Rf^' f fq ^jfteq'^qq’: | srfiiqarfq ^#f%fR5p5TJ3[, ’’ 

( qo ] I “ arq Rrrm% i ” [ R* ] i 

^\^\ g II n 

tn^wtT q r fiTqqi 'l ^ q.qiq ^TTofif^T- i 
w — 

#gtT’. 

q5p%: #i:f5Trg§r5rfrrqr5T'^: i 

Pf?iT q#Kr f^q^c#^t5#(jq?^Ta5rf^qr i .,,| 'i ‘ 

^s^qr^rriSt; 5 tt T%t-1i n 

“ siq lf%3nT??i?rTn^ — x%T% I qiRRiq- 

q^qt^*tqTnq^qi?RreiTn5\^ ariqst^qqrf^qq: i 
[ Ro ] I *' q^r# qfi I 5ft#5q qtfqT’qrqq^ifi'qftq^rlq^g- 
^IR: f^sw^ qtRreflrRSIWH I Rltqqqiq qw^lToiH I qi#!!} 

( qqqr ) sptstiif ^qrqrggrqqjqr Riqq^q qw^qR^ qafiqqq| 

f^( %5?r5tta:n I fq^qfqfqiRqrqr: qrr^nw?: i . ?It 

iR^EBRi fsrqrqr q^qmRiqRTtsii^T^ i q^f%5ftgiq: qsw: 

1 1 



> ifqHB ] 




FiKrct'Tt m \/ 

^^3Sf2S? fel 5n=# ^T !l *\ 11 

^nWT*iaRI3®tli;^ I" 

fsr. rs <% '*''j' ' ' •' 

^cq5nmmR?sr i^i^iqsjTWftwiFr w,, 

*\ <1 4y ** ^ '■ 

sf?#" 5R^?:5r^ ftfiqT: ii li^ 

,1,. -^ ■ '■ . V ■' ■-'-'■■■ ■' 

rrmf^f rrR’frii^, >?.^ sKn^swrf^^T- 

'^rn^lmlJ^<m^ ^rat; nniiiq^, frftffrr 
f^F: , 5fTTg^?( F?lTJI5fTI%: , Ff^^TS' 

i?I^-’^,5FIKn'nwfTI=^ t^T^Fiq: I ^’SIN SJT^^m^^FTS- 
«lfiR3Tpq^, 3f^q^ =q, qqrsfq Fl^qg^TFr?^'. I 
^q5%;wqTqq I 

“ t%ir?r(% I {5?qH5q ^f?cq?cr?arqifiqji?fu%^a?2fmq: 

^KTcn q?’E^g^^RqifiqFi5'F»qfta^ i ^quirai 
qqjqqr sqsnqrsqiq ^"uTTf^f^ %(%q: i q^gfq^g, fqqHwwqingqrm 
m I aqmqii fq^tr ^tqtfiqofr ^ ^TFq?^qf% i q^^^twreq 
q’ 3irfn- ?T Ejsrr | fss^qaiH^fr? qifWTRcfij^ 1 qsr^ifiqvftqTf^qT 

1 According to the JT ms. of the Anandasrama editionof^^ 
the reading is I This seems to be the coriect 

♦n 

leading as the word evidently refers to who gives four 

Varieties of (1) (2) (3) iqirefq?^- 

l%q [qr^lWP ] .,nd ( 4 ) The last variety is defined as- 

tiqi^qiu'^ Mtq<^qni ^TJUrC^^^hichexactlv tallies with the q^RcT 
type of qi^5. 







^jFItats^fft 5^fT%: I %g I lkrafvi53[^ I 3-tftn- 

^cr% fescsn(^^^ti5?TT%?sT^: i 

=!(«Tt— ] I — 

*' I jrw, 55t%fT^srt^ 5if?Frwa ?Trat3«T fet 

I E}ft?5T: I yr^ra^r 

^<?5ia:r?aafar Igfa'T'^T^wfftaysqfi^y^; i 

werwsf^ I l%Ti55fSEr: iT^r q5n55Ht'tiiREs\g^^fi fx^m i 

^'JirTTHUTDiffa' garafr frtnowylfatrr a^r fina' i wfirar 

yTfsrwioiT wa ^afiivTr ^\spr#si a| i rf\fa?a ?T?ai 
^^==?rTarRsnfa?afg'v:tia |S5ira! wg ^^rrHTqfa^'r i fasm: qwrw^ 
ira fa5Tais^^a>:sniwta; siTf^tg¥ia3ita =q aa ww wnin 
%fa ” [ ^o ] I 

‘‘ fq|qr JTRR ^y^rfiq^sp v^i f^jesrwq'aii.aR 

=qt?^qf%q?it?iqiirTqqii^qRfira^qyfi: %qaar TuaR^i^^aaifwaia^ i 
ag %qreq ^tsgqftg’^qR^ayir ?a57tR.qn?aqfti5g% "a i as?t =s 
!at7cr^TtTfi;agvr?riaq=:Rt gsaa ^{h a^a?R: »iq- a^w^Fai- 
{f^fREqqf^Est^R'-^ qfsa ifa i RFafina i natfq ^qiqat^ 
^FT^frr5q'^q;rwqfaFFr?rf^qF»q^qg5r»^i'a7: i a«?rnfiq^'r fq? 
sfwfirfa aa, TfRWFaifRwr-qfag. i a?Ffi§,?nFqarnw^«ia ” 

[ qo ] I 

\ 

ari^^TR sqgr ^3T%q5Tf5;q: 

FFF£(r^=^o§Ffs;^'f ^t^qi^R '^i 

’q^5tRTJi;^l?lFKqq«RaFrT®iR4i ii?gf[ 

w3i; n u 

^ rsf* ^ _ 

3iqTaT¥i^5iaa5tRq^ fm5qt?JT?;Tq ’HR nq OTT^T- 

^FcgraRTO gsqg 1 



-3^; 


- ''j ¥q5i; "I 




|il'^5?r5^Rc5i if %5&5fH II II 
f^cn^ ^ 

El>-lif 5.^ ¥IE?TO 3ig5^^l=f ctilssRsr ; 1 1 ^ \S 1 1 

fr^ ^ 3TITT55r^wtq '7T’^q{^^ 

%wqqKr(~“ i qq 5^cn 

I ^ 3Ttg;t?tfqTfw 31^ Ig: I ngjijisfq I f^qs;q- 

qtqtoi^g: l ^J^rTtW^TIcqt^l q3?qT5l: trq'gnsJi^l; ?cj^- 

I €t55T g^qtq5F3?iiq'cit^ g^eqa: i 

?qn(jT i crt^tur Ifitoit «tT ^f^fciT^ctrat [=go]i 

“ ST5I 5r?ri^5T5ti53[qr?qf3f?5qrerrfiq rOt gt ^srraRsgr- 
?rrfiqt i qRqf^RRT^Rqgi sTTrrejr^qRfq 

^s?qg I ri^ fiksq'R^ '■'' C qo ] I 

I sistfspsp^^q Tr^^R^qq^qiwspi ^qlrpr qqiiraq 
^TTS^q %^{r 7t3tq§( I gTKwftiq^ g — w^lcfiqn JT^rgifHt I 
T(st^g??i^ g^R'qg i Rqrl-^qg^Tqt 
f^lfTB: I «qR%q ” f =g« ] I “ 'Sf^Wlfe ^f'4T " [ qo ] — 

“ i%3!:g-''frT% I R q^’T fwwfiwqrg sjqaifs fq'^'n affr 
R^i%: I Epr5!qf??i^?jfqg i hetr: 

{^smegrr^wq^sq ^ 1 3??r wqrfqqfRR; sEigqj^qrsrq^q mdr fq^RR'i 
' ?rg, I qfi^iqr: i =gg^5!iEB^qi qr q%: ( gstir ) ff?qr: 

(gg^g) ” ] I 

“ sjEEgts^tfelrq Erfsq^w’^qmmgTKH, i q^ua ^td- 
i^RiqRqqREBEqsfq i nggsT qfeqsraqt'qrqqiEqtq, i 

qq RigiT^qiqqRfq ^ssqg i q?nq ???Rt^qqRfq ^q^ i 

qqT-— ” [ q° ] I 





SRIo ? it - 




, autos' rcTir 5ral?T i 

\ qjfejft^rr ^fnT95g^3pF^^crr sprifi: ii li 

“ T%^?5^t% I -Er^Jr: ^tfirsTf •fr^ft srqfe ^fsip^qr: i %: cr^t?’- 
f%H55^®rrf^ ^cTRt IS^'T: SR: I sRWsrf^rgfilRsgWq-^rf? 
qrftrfrtJTf^sT: i '^rrrin':jf?rrwt^«T sR^t^TiijetrfHf^ErsrcqT^^r:^- 
qrssn ” [ =%o ] I 

JTf;^ m r^qff^; i 

■?q^qq^aT^??T ^cftwr^T ^rr g srqif^: I 

^TR: RTT'Ji?rK=R: |t5!a:R2l 

-ri,ii:« i ^t^r Rgfq i 

rr?^ 

^;T^?rFcir ?t^ TSTf^Rctu nT^j% ii ,3A II 
s?^ RT — "■ “'" ""“ '% 

5Rl Tfrt?5[ 

?(«^T % I 

R;R51ga:iI,ll «o n 

STR % R 3TN g 3?rq;i^^Ti ?5r?;T ifir 

5RfT%: I 

artsS %^;ln ?r^j?iT ^^—>''215^ 
TfT'Rreg; *5a^t?a: 5r5ir|;?'^ ?r'^|sT <T?rfiOTcr?q- ^jftr JtprRm smai 
ar^s^ ERSfi f^5!?T^5q'(ri%: i aff f^ aar?-—3Tg'3T 
fa>Ta>®[^anRf?sffta% 2r?fH ?faaTt:=ar ^srsfi^Tt stR'jft ^ 

^ *Tf% [ =ao ] I 



-I ® ] sijTJT 

“ qg'tqffrfe 5nt«^sqg^: I 3?T!5?g 

^ I ?(5jri%?CTST!5f(5^’\<Tt^Htq[ I 5I5II ” [ 5lo ] I “ I 

^ I arf^pinttt ’1(^5^% 3tg?=!T;3i^ rEfq3.*Tf?f?)^5^5i|??3: i 
I I ^•qg^ig 3?rar- 

¥rfr?twrsrfTr%?r afa^iTDmqsT ^\ai 
I 5!tfq?ifiif^ I ” [ 'go j I ‘‘ sig 'Eias^s^ssra 
?i 3 ®g=noi arfq g qi?r sjtfjq^ ” [ sro ] i 

cjl-- 

3T5T^?pr32llW^?fe W^: 
fvti: g^si^rrorn R^lcfcr; i 

q5tTl=TTTqr H^TOT^HT 
T%^T gftiWl% ^tlTTSlfeEIU: II V? II 

I 

qjrfiR jrfg ^r^gr g-f^: ” [ a'o ] i “ ^igsr ?>di 35^1 

''O 

j?!(g<iq;^qTq?i?Tftg^H,^ ^?5nsf9rg_ 3qi{% gg 

iqqfii^i: I q;mRgtsqf^gt«RRi(qT q^?=qjWiDT?ngt: 'g.fer 

sg f^^t grfvrfq^ COTtgfwJTfn: qf^owfri 1 %g fwtqfe: 

^ ^ «\ 

fq;g wrfir^lig qf?ma 5 g^?gigT mi§r: ” ] 

'^gn^DT’IJr^ I 

“ stg; fwigfegg; qf?DTTT?f\% qRoirasiis^^g^tr^g 

ItJTtgfe: f% g vjTif^f^ i qg i g^rr ‘ 

^ ] I 

q^qsimqRW^^r ^rar^^'rs^: ^ 1 









T^rf^q !pi[r[?:r 
?(q{?r Fi'-a[^ f^5t55t ^^\: I 

m sicT mrf^ ra^lFP;: II VR l| 

3T5(mT'gn?!?T 3Tf^q5=gt'iiTri,ngr-?i^^ sfF:4T i 

^mmspt^iruiTt^^pm ?ns?i^’3r: i w — ”[ 51 ° J 1 
i.‘ t%wt:E??rmr ^tsrfg^t^: 1 ^3[*(g9=!T!=g5i w^Hg; ^ 1 ar^jg 

arwim 1 f?^T irrfe??Tin:¥i=Br?:?H=fifeiiagg?TriT?HTaq-^=T^ 1 r^win- 
^rft&uT flrigs^rsg 1 f^T^qt g^r girni '^gg: f^^rgi’-t 
vw’F?.Tr 3Ttc5’s*r'!ir'gi ^ 1 ft'aPT iTi^Fig 1 fag^rr aTfa?r\?Tr?ir: g^T- 

I f|rr;’g]rf5r^35jjifwwr7t% fg'fvjfe'ttgifHgiTiST I 
f%ir% ?^=5rfn I 8gfffi!(r«Tr5^5i^ffl f^f^: 1 ^f^qva-wfr; 

^{?n?rg^«i ” [ =<50 ] 1 

'* 51^ f%¥rtg5^?rmT Tti^osasgvi^fmrf^ ‘ 3'o'ifigqH ’ 

?;q:r^fir gi^q:Tf?r 1 h 'ar^r fl:?fl^Tr5j'5«r '‘^f%'^%5T3;^'\«rgi ?sramrgft- 

JTW-iTi^nV^Rr [ ^“ J ( 

SJ^T^Slf^qT^gPfFFqg l%SmqiWrgT^?^Irl, ^ g 
5qg 3T5[^?tfgT'>5fqri^Tgq' , ^grag 

sgspRig^ggrarf^; 1 g?T^?;q[g~ 

55fl;7.cn: gii^-TO gig ^ 1 % \ 

stst^xst gf. ctt |«i55T §551551 gf gri liv^li 

[ ^SSKoTI ctg' 5[Tf?qRf g^E^Tt: ?T gTlS'^g^W: I 

^gssajglEEfg fg?! g gg ?Tf ii ] 



i g4i'a'TT%, 1 ??(iT 




3T5I ^F?TTEn^q^4 fllf^cl 1 

‘ ' TOJtkR]^ I Twsrf ?r3j; i J^Irotir i fegt^^t- 

a^ffsT I nf ?TI^f^^’^nTartf%JTra5l2:^ir S!f 

5rF ?rR?flfe: ^^OTT5»f?l\fiE: I JTT^SF^ojTfR 
fsgs?^ I %'^RreT, i 

55ft^«Ti% ” [sro J I 

?7fr?qf^% ^=?rfiTW%5f«F ^-fefTqrJTFrf g^THR?^m: t 

Tfl'g^iq g ‘ m ’ ?:f% qfaRt ?ngoir ra^ 

gqfn 5TR I I sfi^ asr g^wg- 

55sv3rr ar^TR- ^Tf^ir; w qn^fq 3iRq=grrR: 3'55Rr ^w^gcTigg; fn 
jjsRi^qfv fqaFq«fi: fir^l f^*nit wfir ^ xqg gssar?^! qg q;ga 

j«?tRs5: ” [ Ro ] I 

“ aj-T R^^^TcrffeT"! 3r5!i5;^ifr5;??JT q?flaffTTs5q5?# grf^fT I 
fesfiq 'g\qc!58sqgi anq*i!RwqRmrq w^^rtg,! ^rm Tgfe’cffcff’^’ 
inf=CisT: q^m; i «t?f ns^t: — q^tO^;rq% q??ft!53[5T ntirT- 
Fqg; qfawafis wr i ^sr 

;qrq)?:fcnq;g=5^i& ggfq i ?f?it{q aT?^5(HiR- 

1 STSTt ‘ ^qtg ^^Fi' ’ — ?RTfq I SF^F U^^rF^q 
fq^»F?TTFi='-qN^q?qF??F5g55^?q JFFfifqTl:Rrf ; i .q?r ^rng i armg- 
qq^Fqqg ft 5 FSsiWFg i ‘ i =513^3351^- 

^gFqsRot qq ?TiTFH\%q? fesiq^qoiRfFrqqFg ” [ ] I 

' ' f^iTT ! 

^gFSF'arg— - 

g: ^i^qSRRT ^ Ht^: 

wg'T^'qjmfTr 5tro?;q;_ ii ii 

t ' ^ 



^•5 ['410 ^9- 

^T3K?r?;oift5? ?tf5PI?2?T ■{|^?;l«50Hftr^«OTT^r 

^Kti cfr — 

ssrjfilf T^?f€T''l?;i^iRss’ra%rK4T flw^n'^ =5iT?^tq t 

5{ff^ T%«5r^^5rao3T5^qK5rrRclH5K5ii?5:5^1^T<^ll II 

■ ‘ I 5^9Tt»5?tfltg'nra¥(^i =!r5fwJiti sf^qftc^rr 

trqqr^qf^ %5 Pt I sgpfjqj^ionmEEfsT^^isi^qe^t^i: i ?rr % 

fgrq|'L.sigjST>^JHqj?^lS[ Xi \ ciqmqil qsit — % I ^ 

^W?rt ?j^?rtafo?=ftTiHn{%afifr«^fWf’5it:^5^^5j.l st'cst m:j{- 

3^9i?fn%” [ ] I 

■ ‘ < m3( i f^rngt -fir^iaf a'-:q''r nq; jjipEt 

cticst srfcw^*=qT ^5 ’^-w =5iv?« ^ifcr sf^r' 

^t qftwt W^?Cl?*(5=?W: I ®f5tiwi5ri5!tqt 5f{f?j=i|;^'t f^\0rj?TOnf 
^fRsrftigwi I ^f^r =^i??[^4^n'24'jsr fVi:5jufHfi(*5t^r^^ejc0Tr&- 
sft^ =3 ?<^R3 ” [ =^'' ] I 

• ‘ ^\5TtrjT?g;q- 

?nqt i ' gvqjn^ ^wt^qq;: i ^ g 

q^T^JTT^ni. ’ ^ ^R-qrawfti^q^ i srqift' ^srq^r^rrt^r^TOj^- 

5B(qt5i. i 'I'fl ftv^t^tfq i” [ qo ] i 

^ srq; i 

5fnTHif^5^5wr?qTf% ii \ f 







5?5?tCt JTT^^TRqTSc^RT ^H^qi I 

f^i(%sr TEr?«r^q-?£pBF;'q^i: 

I ZI^T — 

s^t q^rrar^r 5?r q^T^T% 1^ i 

?^<q;<qs(T^iTrefr^ci'. q^R^qf. II H 
3^51 qTqf^qqi qqfifq, =iq!% I’actq^siTTfl^^^ 

sqq-q: ic-qTi^qq ii 

‘ qqi ^i^:^ft(irf^ ’ [^° ] ^ qi^q:,q: cpfe^fq q 
^'q\q;'i!fTqTqtqfC\q^q5^^ ^\si 

qqjqt ^qqfq ^rgrrrqsqq: ^»qT qtf»-qi fqmqfq 

aqr q ?n?att5ftT5r 5S> ait^tg JTfrg l ‘ qt 

ct qqq fesssriqqm q\»qf Hrm?T?"TffiiqqL 

fqs:'nqrqoT?T2fi=f?Tffr5s»%5p(qTnq«qqrci, Tn55r^.^q fJrqs^T ’ [ q“ ] • 
°“ -SsnEErf^ I qq ffeqqq ^qSfftafTPqqi Iglgw^fra^q: 
vqicq^ ?7rsq^r wq^fiPtr i qqt — ^^cfT^T% ” [ ] i “ 

qrqtoTsp'Ji: I qi55qr w^q^rffr JTT^-%q gq: spfiqmsq-: qqfq i ^'-p 

1 ^ ^=!^: <T q'qq qqnqr'Jsr C 5^^;. 

^qsHfp^tq qsqqq, 3-^ qqjgf^; ql c?.qt5qif%:: 

HroT^ ! q5iq?i5q5%tf%: ^tq: ?rq\q« ” [ 'q° ] ' 

‘ ‘ 3T5f qS'fq^qfqq'ta'^q qra?q 5irqir ^fsg^raqqsiTfa^q^ 
sBr^iJiw q qqr nq^q.- qrif^qqfqqiqqi qrafspqqi ntaqi^^f I 
=g ^srgit HfgaaTqqrflr: qra |gq«rr sqcqjq^^fa ^gt^aqqqq'tqTf^' 

^iSTat^afTtfa ” [ qo ] i 

sriT^^HT ^T m JT^^rmr n^^ii 

sTai^RT^sB^qiftrqTqq 5n^?;fqTq5?qT^iqisq?;g?(5nsi?tT i 

>51. \ 



E{5|S2|SicfrR5l; 


[ 5ST c I 


g5^}=^%fg =q q^5^T ii^^ii 

iUTcJT; f% gpri^t 3[qT 

jfi EfiT*fT ^2}cq^ H^tTEq rrm i 

fruqacq'r^irg'JTT =3fg'^T 

?:^T d vrrf^q^cnRHT^^srJiT iiydli 

?:T3i?5t:r3»S^T fi 'tisji^ ttf Is^fisftf I'Tsinr: 
fsir arra?! m fl7F^Hf^%fT?7Tft 1% W3q^ I 
?;rH|i3;f?TqTft¥reR g^TSsq^l; q^?:T- 
fel?2^Hct5?FFir ^.fqq5^5TI^%q;iqr»Trq^ liy'^l! 

3T5I HT^qi q55F55f q^qt:— - 

^1% qSRai qRT^rBq;-- 

“ STSiieg^t% 1 st?ir¥ir qcftsr;^ I ^qr 3ia^gqa^q%&5q^: i nisgqr- 

?srqT sr^?iaf%qf%lg: i qq^r g g& w ^r^siwfan^TTifwfe Fqqiiwf% 1 
«jErtq5?f6i%5r qw^f&Tq;r$<Ti5n55^jRiwt unB^fm^sTTat^BTfcn^r^qf: 

fai^: I ?Ti I ^cqgq:g& I s^qf- 

qqfq'^q qsi^tuitf^Stq^qiJl^gq^q g[i^5tfjir?t q^%- 
5qq: I qwR q«TT — ?n^T ^T% ” [ ] I 

I I “ qraT: af^«Rrr: fi ^qsq firqsfp^, ^fir g 
qST^: 1 TI?W^ Tf^ ( sqqt g«T; {Wm sft ^PtqT | fq 
^qnftr qq irfq sqt^FBr q;qq{% ?t{% ) i atfit- 

qq^qqqrqiqfqeqtiqr ^rqiwnqi?; | Ji^qt irrprtfq'ssiT eisjqr 

?I?qqt ^qs^T qHspT ^nqsRT q?q Ifq 1 qq( {qqgq^ tfrawqi^q^iqirj; 



HfOTf %JT HTrltsr ( irt set ) i i 

lwir?ft TI%?|sfq USOH^gf^ qf TW^Sj^Sf^ t 1 

TT^ 3:c5Hr?: r ^ f9raiiT5:»a5fnf5?r^t=3%% i 

^ =i? !?»^sTrfifsr^f%^^‘ Hjstqr q^rp ^v?inif^^i ” 

[ =^o ] I 3 TJT? 5 T?f^ “ ir^ 5 £rr?fr^f% ffri^sRifa Eprq ’as 

ftjTfjn vit{im?onfRTf w JtsrtsJ^ Jt ^PT^pna^ctp:” 

[ Ho ] I qsTRT S\5BIHTfFpgxRT5!lt^t^f?0lfiT* 

'3^ irciir®HT?n3[7-“ aHiTi^or iRT\5sTHrtsfs 

^UTi^r^^R: 1 =ErtrrSRR5r5r^eHTRtHif^ i R^jrt^t 

I ” 

n?t=?T^i( 5?5?Tfie!vq?5R?IT%#l^ m afTli'caT 
^FS^irrf^ftcinTOT ^ 5rs: ^acpq^?TfT?f^ I 
3TW5^^1T^^Tai%55iVm#WT?i 5fr^: 

ss 

?iR?[;g=EjT 1 1^0 II 

3T5rn:sin irri^ErRwrEFfr »T5r?fTfir 5r?g^ 

^a; i 

Efir^itH’^ar^ 5ErHgr=H% i !cmia wfe 

’STH5ftsH^qisr5ft?arfrr¥frs^ i i anr? — (I i *fgaT 

HT a sisafa I ^saisfs a>^'lt Raar; ) i ats^r RiRi^rar 

RHT'EraJ3!,i (¥rr ^a) i farw!^: Rf^^tfsf^agsa^^fa ^if: 
I =Ho ] I “ sra H^farat^ra -aa^a Rfira ^a’sf^a; aqr^nar 

aar ^fa ^aaastaa epiecSi sr^ a’^arai'mfalts^ a;r%a:a[. i 
RWF^ JT?^ fa^waaa aar — Rcif^ ” [ ^- ] * 

^25Ta% qi^ Ri?g4ta i fat?a f afear^a fa=w%a ataaTa ^shRt 
a^afa^fai: i gEHT^araTscaRa Ee^afasg^r^aa ^ 

( g;^: aafeais^ Raa aiRa; ^a fa-i) a5ga:iafaR?aii?a traai^ 



^loqsr^; 




sa 

sifo^ST!?? 5!ff5f;qm 3J5ci'5ira%?f sifet^nfirf^ 3?^'55t^e» 

o 

5Ja ( ?TfH 5TO grF-mfoi: 5?n|W »1cf ^fqgf^vinscf: f! 

St^ws^sfcr f%5^i ^ ¥(i^: ) ” [ gro ] I “ ar^ 

sr^siTWW® 1?;^ iTTi?gwig[;ii ?jgr^n% g^.»srif^i^Kt 

” [ Ho ] I 

iTHf^qTcRJT W- 1 

^ xm <55q[: ^r gwFe ^IT%RR 

rr??i m®r: li 1 1 
3T;t iiEiff {^<zf 7R;jj3Tg?3p^?rf g;:#f ft'I 

5?^ l^^(Tf5T-4H m: snfiTO; — w:, ?3^TWT^^:, 

^IT tg: I H^HoiT5j?rimr 

^qTiq g^.qraHJT ll ii 

3:It 8r 

^ gfr^cr^^er i 

3li^ rTcf: T% 55®^ ^ JRr- 

g 3?I?rTT'^ 11 11 

fir^'^ ir^g^ ?TrHts=HH=5!H ?j«rr — i ‘' sn^^aiJr *'>?^r- 

) Hfa g?J?f^Di ” [ ^o ] I ?5ri 



? ^ J ^sfTTr 


g^^r'orsisiJWT^.-T fHirqF^wrwf 
w »?sf isq;, w g«n^, bi sfifgTnq,, B!|«r 
fr B;^=5fi: ^rrsPT qraii; i 

“ sfi^5oi 

W':*! ^t% H?# t g^Sr sr?# geqrrB^tr^ m: 

Jiqsra: i %e5^?q, fq^qojfiT^- 

wTf%jn ^r P3Scq'??r, ^ivn^sfq ^r 5i?fn^?<j|g- 

?^fl, t sir?n ^srr— g^cgT^l^ ” [ «» ] i q^rfir^- 

fJr% I “ g^qtB-^sT tFqwifJf ^t^BrTrsrT 

qrBTBsItqrFn^'iBir?^ ntsiB q’lTrqgiqnqr =3 

q5B5*l{Bf?r JPpf^cT 

??qji^gH5^q?Tr5T3jji5«T (g^ftmtBrB^^^afBg^sq^esTcfircr: i g?t 

xt g¥?wi5a=asKr i i ar?!?^ 

grfBj I fsr^j ?Tt5Rr(JrFqsTf ” [ =qo ] i 

“ ar^r g^qT%=qrf%fq^q»riBr =q %qic?f- 

xS^qsr^fe: I B t ‘aTar«rga(i^: ^^^rBqrfiFrq^fisrefi’ 

?qT^r5HT{?grwiqfi«mi ^Fg^q^ar#q^iqiq'(^ai%: i ^’TOFqs'ar- 
3T?gB5ar JTSTwqf^sTfqq'w^gasRig'iFqTB.i %cf\qi ”[w®] i 

“ Ffifsjg ^afl^tSTliqqJlRni B'aBTTg^gRB; %Br=qfqra~ 

I irfB TtmBis^nf^ ^sib: i b Fqq^&snfq i 

WtfB^sr^CHBT I 5if?fq;g i qr^.- q^ ?%r^ i 

{^fwtsr iq?tCi^ ep^f^sr =91 1 F% b ^s?§[ 

^3>ri5j<=qc9[Ticq^g 1 qiB^TOBi f?WTiqi?5rt =q i 5jnt- 

g^fq 1 wjTrarr =9^?^?qmwffi;t qig- 

q^oTsq^ I STB f^afq^qnWTqrri^^q q^g^lsqqfB^Bl'tflfai^q: 

[ Bo ] ) “ am fq^wrq?fq =q'?qt b %gsi. ” [ ^o ] i 









5?a■^?^•. 

T% ^R^ficTJT^ I 

83rttf^ ^ ^ 

f^#r%^=?r II ii 

^ err?:^ a^WfnaiWziRnatcf aierf^ I Jjair — 

aT5§R?=»T:?^ffi?rw?i?n^nqraT55^^ 

<Ti?rTqRT ^ fPrt?^ 1 

3TtCt ssa^Frfq lEfTrl^ 

'■^T 5Tm q5^q; ii ^^ ii 

I a^%^r qf?3: 

^ftrir s=ffi*ff g^¥*r: mf? astr^iq cftgq: siF^^t f4> ^ci^j. I 

sfT I ?rqrf|-OT^if^. qsqiar f?i =g, cj^r 

>Trat5!^ ff^Tfft ?if?Jiq; fqftqfifTrr f%fs3?i '?r i “ ^nr^tqsfcf 

?n^^rtoTW55^'^^: ” [ sf« ] I “ 

fq'fi^sqqsB^ sfi;^ [ 3- ]i 

“ w ^r WPT — 

.f^fsrn;q?r?;r s^rar ni^ 

^5?TH3wM%55ra?;i%q>: q>T?T?^^®iTSsgTf^^rT 

ftT?i 5TFlFpiJWITT=q^:HnT15Eq% H ” 

I ( I ‘ srfp^fSr ’ ^Fh 

sitf^rar; I s^fe^jn^ I I fji^TT*fa?i5Ri; I arFa^n%?r 

I 1 si¥?i^?T I iirsfit 

q^sFTRi, I 1 I i t% i 

WFrraRT; s^tq^HT: %^Ts^'fl?^nTisT-3fwei4¥ri’?<n-®is^^^^qt: 





^37 ^3^: 


I ^ ?Tirr^5jf^ ?r ^3fftr%-sj& 1 2nTt5!tlf5mflr?T i ) at^ 

“ =sr t%'7r — •icfr*rwRmf!Te=!Tid'fwi%<Ji i srf^arfi- 
sTSftqf’isrm^oT I i 

?i^r€ri w — 3750:^^ ”f ao ] arori 
^sf»K^ ?}^*7 qrai^s^T: ®Ts5t; 

I iTlcr:WW^’!!R 3'Tmtit’^gjS5IT: ¥}gf^(^3r:551% 

^JTS% I 3TT^ arar^ss^I*!?!, I <?'7 f^: 

wrq<=r n^r-sT^s: tt^.- i f5? nwfiw^; 1 ^ 

TflR 5E«mfq q^T; ?fiTsf; Wci; I “ at?r 5^'^s’^ltssTt aim Rlfir 

srarawRtsTt'sqtTiT: ” [ iro ] I 

“ srarrTT^fisffr®?*! §'■•5^7: tj<ii^ st fi;^r, at5Epfcf\<Tjr^-. 

5fn3'^r^R7 1 W5t ^rgts'RRt 'tts: i g i 

15i5^n=cirsf?g:ri^’T ^i^Hjrgf^firirfff frarT^^fjRf^ 

s4jirr^¥«T 5i55i^f;ac%jr ” [ ^-o ] i 

^CT^'cqRR^Sf I 3js(T- 

tTt: spsiqtfir TTF 

|?:rT?iTf^q cr% fsn^ ^tr^qt i 

qiWT^ qjTig'n^'qFlsifC ^eflcJWT 
7T =ssiqTf^ 'T^rrqjRq??;^ JiTinflqcwrf^ ^ il i! 

^;^%Ec(t 57 KtqiTT | 27^7 — 

7;3??Tt^qqqf^77^5TR?'qqTSftq^ 

?M HT 7|q7Hra?t qr I 

fq?33cRFir% ^ I q?77:ortsfjr^iar- 

■^: f^STRt -srPT: qq q§;: 11 11 



yo EFio«?5rq5i^r; [ ^ - 

^ ^ g-g;, efjnT- 

=^F!^ 3 1;3‘. ?!?•- 5i?5?[ I 

f|:?rt«iT ^sTT — (SKJ^cerfirf^ i ^ap^asp am a^fr: 

ff i fT^«r sfisr- 

«HTrnqtf^a5g%:i si^jt q^^Tf-3?q;spfl^SrcTfi,i wqJTtiaflftW^t^T 
¥1^'% 1 5rs£?t^ g i i spt^r 

q;fa?^if^^T ?t %7twTfttf% i ?iT3 i 

qp3Tff^% %p% Igim: I 5p»qcr ^fatfg 5fn%g^?munqa;a w 
Epamfq i i 3igfta*T f^srf^iqsfgci 

ga ?% gFiwr?T^^'qr|5 ^csr^: ” 

[ ^■\o ] I “ srfl g8{rf^tii®iui?(^f%afg=EEi ^f^rf^^rf^crtfii- 

^;%5X ?t^S^i^g^a^=RTO'qrg5T\ 

qf^f^ msqaoi qtwai^rff gfirfxr a<fta^” ( %-qr?5Tt^;B! , ^ ,'s.q n ) 

g<ftqt i ^c5zqrfi^ '3 q^frr«!?j: • 

I WR ( q'rqoiRi ) Ris’i^: XR^rifqqq^lfsfnqirqm:. qsftoit 
t5nixqfi;gf%:, "j^fliqfRrrfavtRJi, i ci?q fqftr: a^Bt?: i gg 
?paa\srtq% {HR?R=qt5!^ q?a=g'qagrq5a | u^: qjfqoii 
%?x f^^i 'OTqq\r^n Tfin: srtximiafawnsT x>R?fi sfe: i ^a- 
?fi%5r qf ?T^%?T at fspsi, I ?r f^Rfq qi^fe^q^ : I gci^ r# fa^^naHfR 
acxqRTTg^qjRotrgaiRlarqauTRr:, I armw'^'^ ^'=q: WRat 

aJTirflrra ’ qiq: ?fis?Tifq i I ^rifr: nq 

sxm?: 1 ‘‘3T^xa^g?RfpTqi¥rtT<q'RfiTax^g5qqi: a^fg^av. 
^q^qqsaifqqRspTgTraau =%^'aT^q ^caa^H^ia^Ri i 

% q;in=EiTq^itt qpsaql’Rff^a'a’qsTi; ^5a&qq;g^q^arfiaaiqrq!q''-,^fT- 
g RTSTrftqqqrfg^iqia^ ?T*nm?'‘qt!nq^q =q vracftf^ 
a^TRj; I ” [ fro ] I 

“ aisi OTq:rflnmTR: ^qqR?^ frg«q sraRa 

^gpit^rmlg?^ arsaxf^, h ?rtxrar: Igfqfit 





3gra: 


iTcft^Trm’P’TT'.^iifiqrTT^T 1 ^!n=gicrw g |g>§iffr 

?5^ Hf'^^Tidq ” [ uo ] I 

g !rf q^ I 

51^3^^ ^ ^5q:{^ II II 

Tq|^isf^tpif;;_ ^r 

•3WT^F?tt?FTTai:f?rTq^?t^ qe^qq^R I 2I®^T — 
^?T55rRT¥fftT 5SK$ ^ RT^l 
HT 35:qn:^q53cqRRT^=TO ^5iq;ll II 

if^: ^sBtsfcrsstqife: I fErf^Triqinsq- 

??q?cj?f^tvq5r5ftq^ qrr fg^qr i qr 

?Tr \ qsr Ei;t?oiqsiq'4t: nfeq;??? 

qra'f'Tq^q 56ROI5?T SRT 

I H^imr ^qr — q;n^'ft[T% ” [ q® ] i “ 

?|t q5?T5^ srm i 3i?T?¥rfH &r5# ^ 

sEPcnq^jf^'T q^rq.1 qf^rrq; f qVieqag;*??!, i 

HTI> 7l>qfq spq^fqssiqr ^?c?Tcig^qrqT 

gqifigictiqR I qr qSTI^f^T g^T?r gWIT gs3[7l[ 

^-^Cficrq^l 3Tq?iqt55t %qfii5!(^: ” [ ?ro ] i 

3T5t g?3n^ jPT55Tf^WI?IISKqqracnq;. I 

STOoi 55®g;T(ai^ 3T01TT q5T T^ BfcpiregrTaTT I 
^Tm ^UTom^iqsait IT CtI II II 







sptfg Era^fsmsrr i 

Tj«rmr ^rrms^srsniTH jt ti ) 

‘ ‘ cfr ( srs:^^ 

3TH¥ri^Sq^?[ ), ^fT g^TStT I ^m— 

?;FET5iTfR;^ i 

■ 5HI^?3iq?;raq:qwgqTfl 11 ^O 11 

‘ ‘ m'A 3^t(^ w®rf^%JTt«r5tfeFiJi, \ qsjr sir tut— 

'^5!5t 'T^TTg.m f^fir^^rrtTr^q | 

^ T%q- f^q- ^g^5?TiTOT¥nrarq. II [ !To ] 

q^55^a 1 ar^T flrfit??fqc%?T %5T' 

qt5T^q, 5itwRv5q*t 5t^5%5T ?\irrg5?iT ” [ toi] | 

f^rnqr — aTturrfflif^ 

“ gf J7R5t3Hr??l I ) q-aq ^R5J.l 

^r«rt 5prfcf; | ?q:rrrT 5fi^':iit^r§i ^-^oi^fifir ( ifnaq5i% vftfKriit jfl^w 
=3 g’l^Rnq^T I ^qRqapifwv^t '^qtW q-R^lf^V I ) ?tT3FJIf€f- 
irsirq^: ^^T'iir^'JiiPirrtT^: i fsrfqfli: i ( arjiqf Sfgqi^ggir | ) 

aT5ri??I^ar ^IfmqfJTS^qTs^^l: ?n3[qra?I^%?!Tsr: Sfffl- 

” [ ^•o ] 1 " \ 

55^'iqT ^t— i arj: 5fr(^t, 

'TOTgsffiqr 'rmJitqr ar^s^r^ ?T?*rT: srrf^spr^n: 

^ stwqrg: > “ f^^s'UT^qi'TTrtsTw^q’ wq' 
cnTwar: I 'jq'f^ qof?^T sRi^^nq^msiSi ^5ivr: ^f^?r: i| 
^lT*TO3’TORqs{cr >Tn«Tq-q^?t gf^: 1 ’?=? =qraq?t 

rg:firgqg,” [ 3-0 ] I 3-?qmi«nTWTf [ < 1 . v-?- 

] I -qfS^lr %q»T^?nqnr [ ^. ] 1 

sfiRTT^g 9[=^ =^5»iT 1 qsir— 







ga[q:Flf5ng?fflTfl m®c3E[l: f§fl=Efiq^T^?i I 

5?q[T ¥i3?i^r ii 

5T^3r^51w g; m w ii 

^WRoit w: ^TOz}5fFF^ giqHRtsfi^F^ =Er 
^g^TST^T|?r?qifl qst^^T ^V^W4■■ 

WNWRc^Irl ?iraq?ci^HT 1 mX — 

rifJWT qftqRq^ ^’A *1315^^1 I 
fi ^ ?;^fiqi,il n ■« 

s/4g'4f ^sTr-fi?qRrT?T I fl^nfia '<% I 

f.egrP qSRqiW 

a5irgq^WT<r, i 

^gjTipqq 'atqt qt>nTa nv^ friiJtqT: ^ 55 ^ 571 ?^! 

^irf^rqt: sTTqt 1 =q5fJT qwq, 1 csrasifgq^ 

a'5rjfi=!3?am. 1 sn’^-gq^T 1 seafa qRia, 1 arrara^i. 1 

mm g??r; 1 si^ sbroi^ ^iatnasR^^r ^naasrf^?# a5iq?q 
EPcfqrfasR^q mm w 1 ‘ RitPtq ^awtswa ^ fg^^^t- 

firqr I fRf R^i f^-q 37"^^ =^ TTf , , ’ ( 7 . « . « ) 

RH^q 3T g fa-fcRRlafa a^a: t rR?t?i;7tq;7Rt SEPCJO?, I TTfV 

31fH'3^T%J7'®I 3BRTI,” [ ^“ ] 

“ srT^2R^5«iR ’ '?q>’R ^srtfn^qsf’q RmRu^jl^^T 
^'RrR\q^qiqqq\q?T t%7qfeira: 1 arqf'Ess^'ftqa: 1 

fSfqR i Rt qf%q?fifT5ffT I q?g?fi qRTftq^qlqRR^qra, 1 ar^ 

‘ %: ’ ‘ I wciig^iviia: 1 Rt ^ fliar-sirrisT- 

3?qt wisit^r 'g ” { jfo ] 

a^frat q«Tr-^cfn% qmq3PRarrs3PR7j,5r-i^5^tia 

( S-?,-q ) qft ^I513?qt ^f%: ) ^WR I ‘ ^1 





[tfiTP 


I nfiTcrt irtfqtfr i * 1^11 ^r i 

^T'5'ROIW5I^rsT ^!T VTirf^, Siting ^E«t4: I SI%H 

f^t%^, ^%fe?ttgraR, ^^ifi[3r{raitfniR3i^: 1 
^^r^rsfgqt^R, gr^^tr ji 1 “ argf Tftgnrcrgc^ w^Roit '^^^ 
»TR»nnq1[»^fTrf^ 'mt^or i^T^i^^“\Tf:: 1 qrRsrt^iq^^qf^mn?!- 
xgjfi^qpT^srni:, ” [ sRo ] I “ 

OT'q’t^oi'gnf: ‘ ‘ ^ 13^ ’ ffn f^^5T5^wi=ti sttn^^m®- 

^RR: ” [ =30 ] I 

“ai5i tTft^(wg?3'q'ftifinRt»i!i53rjfi^?i!!Ti?3?:?3'i^^T5?'ni^fric^% 1 

‘ 3;'4^r3r{3 ’ ‘ ji ’ ^54=fRn^mn4T nsiRRmi^q^ ” [ ] 

2if^ ^^cqRQ5ts5r 211 ? ^ jfR^fJTi^g 7 % 1 

^tq gcl7l7f^T%T 11 

K7^XRt%q^f^l I nciti?i(5(it^^33feqq:ll 

TOT 5Traf^¥5r?f5q; ll ^,^11 
Rqqr ^TqT?;3iqHig'TRTq^, sgTSpq: f^srqr qq ^ SHiq: I 
?qtq ss ’ff.q q^qi rrt tRTRiqsqf^Rq^i 

T%, fl;irr^iT%?i^q fSicqn ll ll 

iiq I Ivp^oi 5 — 

qqiiq ^T§;53;^f;4^R'it; ^T'JiTi'qqjRTW^R^; 1 ^ 

mv q^qt fq5ri;i3^qTq3];|^qqm ftqrdr fl;qraq: 

3iR4t qqr-irq# I *' q^fn\%{n n^rn^ 1 #tq Eq^iTniq- 

^gra;[ ro i “ sigr %H5?tf^qTfqr»iT^qtvrTq55q sn^ra's^s^s'^- 

tTr^mTstTIsrifaRj, I =ggsTqt34 =314^14411% ” [ q° ] 

‘■^^FcTi^l stqgq: ^sq: ^^niffftqq;: I f^qqfqfir- 

T^^Ttsi qR I Rqqtfnfn I q g afnq^gfTRTqrfirq 
%:qq\n: I^gci^qr^fqr I RITR^R Rfis}?! ?q4f?ei?^qm: ” 

[ RO ] I 



“ *i^’6it nmfejgrf ?:gT?af: i "cgisJrft 

fyrwq- s-'wr^gfg^prs^r^spf^' i ^ =5 f|wr— sraTsIt- 

I ri5 ?rw^(ir ^sir-tgfqn^ ” [ sr® ] i 
Tsnrr^jj, ( c . sTr*r% afir i w«fw^3cr- 

^rira^iB ?i?aT: n*?; fqEfrfrr, a^if i 

srrwi^ ff ^gi'cat: fgn i%^?7fcr i “ a’-rr 

fgf^;?Tras=?r5!i^ gsiiT^tnra^&Ji nyr fa?5i^ ^or- 

57ST ] i “ 3f^ wgi4- 

*1^ ” [ ao ] i 

Igi^uT ?rsTt-cftf^ I I , ^rn^TssaoTT wm g»?r fl*?T 
<ta 3iTi% ^ famrffri^ TSf^iremi'T ^TiriisfiaBT ^sfJi=5S3t ^r 
H sfrag-Fr: i q^r snfnt fsrsii^reai 5i>a?Ht sig: arj: i 

f| a?r: ^nx% RTat'rgfl;^ aroa's ik^mx ^'srffr i 

“ara ‘ g ama: f^«t?gr H wmipa-' 

cr4a'?rTHfiTf3 s5Rgr^q;r?55ri3[, I qrgirsai: q5Jta?rtf?«^Rq'4i- 
f#T5?jrm{4Ta^ta: ” ( sq<. ) ( 

- %5r f^TS qf'tg ii II 

m?T^'qiT5ft5B?;Tai^RTq; 3T5qTi\ ^qgTqiqgqWTH , 

1%qTl^:, Jl!T:,'3qTe(T?l^, ^tWcT^FF^lfT 

iqsiT — 

T^qwiTiTr vrq utiarrn cRqgoti w<m\k er§;roT i 
f555rTT%3TM Wim ^=^1 ^^fkx aTgsjiudq; II II 
q^irq:??T ^ 51|'t 3 »?f^?T#7q5q, I qyqr- 

f^f^iqf^ f^55Fi55H% I 
vRnftnqr q'f: H ^'s H 







[EfiTo 


i%J5i^! 

iFr^ff^^^^urJrsfiTT^m i ?i^q-m^'tqss?%sr 

37?riTOrRTi5i: I :Et??K^r f|;cfw ^q-^35, i 

?%5rts^: srat^ I ?ifjnTE3SKr^5*r3rsiqq;fiqe!i!j: ”[«'•] 

“ iT;p?gT)c%^f^ I 3 i 4 wg': ftsia: fjfiJrrf^. vw: 

5r!Fr#5Tr?3T5n«T«pr'm'>% I ar^r 

cHtr5[8THTmTW ^T5«ire[^ I 7? ff^, ^ afmj?, I aT^"! ^n'TR'T ” [’To ] 1 
arm qsif — ^'Totwi 'T’T srmt^rf >??nTrf^: wfi’iiJi; i 

^7rf%«t*Tt =3 ^rr?tT: ^cT: ?'iE5!r?as55?n?nT5t n 
“ 3r«r i fcstTifesEtJrr 'Pwt ” 

[ao ] “ sTs^’Tt ^m^55ra,i ?rTr|qTTT^; Eic*fq5ifitrf?rarfifh: i 

aroT f%55rr TirvirToi'j:^: | gw ?rsn — ‘ 

I '5^sr gfTrrrrRT^^i^^fefvr: ii ” ^fcr [ ^o ] i 
ar??^ ?TxrT— “ i%tg‘<fTf^ 1 ^raisr ^ivq: 
fmflr ^#=gTn?TT5i3 I tt{%?isp ?{% ^o^^rsT! i ^g5r?T qfT^tJr 
I firar^ fg^'T^tJar^sfr Ti^fir i {%(«'?% fsTprrssriSrfr 
g^:’T% I atF?r^^f% I srigRTt i atcr- 

*r ^T5i?rlc?r^Efitig fe^rt^ g^<q[:^cr?r;:#t^EBwr 
Tr??f%: ” ["^o 3 I ^ =g ^"wq?g5*r^ifn5^tfT 

?TJT?1T3, I «T ^^nioHJ?n^tS[^5J3TT^tO'^?IHtTr- 
»3fTcrr!i srf^STTWfl'^T: ’ THnWt'TT^pftoi ( ) 

arT^^tfTai^?ir^iTf3^ra?rT, Ciq% ^ 

f^tfr t afiTT^ rrf^ H ^ g5«r^lfit?IT I 

I^OT ciTgsfT ^JTflT 5t?]:,rfT^0[^ 1 


— 



- ? i5q:5JTTTtclT I ] ■Sgm: 

^?;t: 

%?( m »rac(T ^ #Ti<5^T sfilcqT II II 

^=frnTi?j5^c$ \ 

I I TsrfJr^i ?ifam«^^a^ 

^*RT=aRt5I^ I =3t^ ^?TIinft3 I I 

^ff 5rf?it ftfafe «i?R?TJTT?iff^% stm ^st^.- i sfen 

fMTTf*nspi¥-gt?ng^7r4ii ” [ 3 • 

5r(r:?mwr^?tT:, ?Trrmrn?^, * 

=5t T^rar ?7frt?Trf?%, fa ^arftfaa ^wrf^: , 

waai a sT^^tt sp'lf^: ?iat?rrf^ai, fjsifat a ^il^paa fOTwriaa^ i 
sra a%a<nrf?«RTdq«Pr5^gfa ’ft^pnr ^p'o^^ifg- 

^'mRlgfa f«iTwrfrafr^a((fT^m^'7^'J355'wsBn|aca »3j?’>a%a 
fpif^raraaar ^'iafur^^w a fpl^^fpaasaTaai^atqsBt?- 

taaafimansasaij^ ” [ aar ] i ^fsagra^aiT^^g 

aa^laTiffpqfasfa jT^a^ar tja^a TSEafa i “ t^a a aw- 
a;Ta!fPT!fa5p?9[ ar^aaf^( atfsi^aasar ) c5^inT^i^f^|)[^’\:^5q;fiTr?i 
a ^rf^aa, i aar at?:^anaarat; i a 

jij^^aaaiar aaiarai ?sfr€?a^ aRa\fa ^s^r? a'^a^iaia ?t^- 
ifmf^ I aat af ara^aRa^afafii^ i ” ( ’?• ) 

“ aRstaaTaiaf apaTa^fasat^rra^t fa^a ?t% a a ^%ar: t 
p a ’ja^^ai^ i aa^ia^psBtaiaspT^fpaaT qaarwHaa aiat- 
aiaataatat afaaf^^iaafaan'aarfaatargiwatf^ ” [ ao ] i 

f^wt ^T \\\c\\ 

^Rrawr 5ii^f$[anam arsnai^f^i^m 5 ?t i a>H'jn?T- 
g;iTJTq7- 





r spfo p 




^cjs^ ^ ^3: i 

i^t^nfcT ^f^Jidn OT% s 5 -tf: II 11 
fg^q>iT^fn^7fK^TT%^T^?rfqc5ies^5n: 3^: 1 

aT^?Trriic[?;Rrr?:j=fa?rT ctstr????? il 'f o 11 

#cr^TJ|'n^T^ I qr s 

vq -4 ‘ ^i^'rr^'iq^ ’ I HfJ^q^iqi^rqrsrer jirt??? 

w^rj.: griT qJE?|q qr ^icr'sf'm^R tBT srrflrqOT: | ri^f JinRfotqjRiH^r 
WAX—’ [ Uo ] I 

cfif|ffi I ‘ < I ?Tf%, ^ qrr<»f 'q 
15 ;^ ar^frra^qqTti srsar ka^: fqi=it?cTW 5 ^iaT ^fii?Rin- 

frt3t^'\?«r-qq: ” [ =qo ] i “ $f(lnirjf\ifi ^tsr^rsFrr 
^fRrR f=gfe??T: I q#f Hqqfa'Rr’?q!sg?TlT: ” [ ?Io ] I 

5T ^'rTTPTOTt'Wcrqr 1 grsrTSB^f^SEHT^q’ ^«IT — [ qo ] I 
“ I 'qrfq^i nfli =ftr?f 5 p^*nf^Ri(T^ 1 1: qstr^ 

giTl: jRniqsfisr^tf^swRTt: g^: 3T& ^g^rfn %fr- 

gsTTsifq ( ararrn) ^^trsrfSi ^'\3;?n?3rif% ^sfi^s^TisirfiT =3 

%tti arns?: sg: q^tsi: q winfg I aT?T n^it^ 

5Rg??rTi=^ Tn% ^THspTr^sRr^q- ?fl?-5fH3j^t?ii'RTr?r 5nt«[i3[^ 1 

r% ^ siRSR^ gt: ar^ sngicT^fsfTiaj?^: wg^Frr q?i ^ 
’WK 3*iq^q Otf^W 5 q 4 ; ” [^o]ii “ 3 i 5 r 

goRiqc^rt^JTisB^foisjjR! *3W5Tqr g^rfwgqq^s'^isfq^q 

=giqt^H ” [ sro ‘J 

gtftfTfTTT^f^ I qq ■ ^qjqRra; 

aTTfeq*!. I ?ar gq gar 1 s-qrmTggwR^ar 



3 rTOTJ?Tf«T??w=!i ny i am ^tf\^s' 3 :~“'(a^'m- 

m 53 ir|WT!f?q^m:” ( ^. 5)1 s 5 ?R-^rafH^ 

“ ttOT? ! a?f f<T- 

^ti awT- 

srfa^: I ” !5^ar>2«?5Eis[fcr 1 

a-mwfi 'a'sHot! ^'loJisftr’ 1 ma?a[:?a« 5 afai 

sjw. afToirSRf 515 ft ^’r mTi i^c?jq^ i 
fqT^r tisjJiuftmW 211^ g 11 v9^ II 

3T5t 4F??TriaTSitqaffq5F4 f5 raaiT^aq;, 1 

“ — ‘ ?Tmq^art5THT5TSCaT ^qJTTaigq^at at STlfiiafit 

w saifyftsi; ffa 5 ?aicni?; 1 sRanT!«?«ir — i 

: 353 pq: i gaat: ’ ^cai?' 1 a’sr 1 

wr^aaf ff a^wwtaai maa lara faaf^iaJi 1 

awifqwa^msafiq aafa^q; 5% ft#: a=a: ” [ 3 ° ] 1 “ 3 i:^^ 

^n% I «ta: I a #^anmian: I f# g I 

aa maa^a^ar egm^aiaartf^apr^j 
TrTaTOTgaTggoraair a^aarHairmggoT^qrig ^ftr 1 ^ar: 1 q,# 
ua' a'miq: 1 4 t^'i % ga:gaRmn#ar ©1% g^msai «t ais^iwrir- 
Raf^Tt^t I %i sa 4 ^aa^fqH^^r^^^atfti 5 #-^T{^Tfa wratf^ftttaRlragaqqr 
wmarr gm aafttg ai msaffifa 1 siaam ‘ ftf.fflfa 3 T??? EBsa^ar 
afiaa^ai f % fiaiT mg am aftaaa^ ’ 51% 5 ifti^#.ama 

sii;ai 5 imr 5 s:aiq%; 1 fstaf^asBtft'aT ^mr i\i aaaaL 1 qaa fta:?;# 
aaq^sa^faftr fttatar ^^^mmmiftr ftisTgaatt m^agga:r: 

maftr 1 asrarqrqa^sifftRaa gq a^marmtaaTi: g^aaqfiiB 

^^55^5 av?Ti aavEp: ^a: ti ’ itaaw^rqagaaiqaaaiat aa?fa^cf; 
5 ?aqRa* 3 i 1 a?tfw 5 aa agra^aam^r^gaEaifqftiflarraata^aa ??= 5 atg 1 
^ ^ sga^aq^tq^qt ftiaftia: 1 ^ a ^^a^^otiqf s?aiq^ 5 #a ( 
q;i. v 





tljO 




^rE^fr«#i'Ki5ptfe'i5\5^'iiT'TERMqi^5i fT^tBt^^Tc^rrt'VrH art^^iTj; I afn- 

5T gST: ’ ^frl tr4s(?^t5tJ( 

sT^agi?5?i4^?n'%5jfrgiiot5crtfi; | a^cr ft«iTf^?{\JTr^ftr 

g5^Tm^5S?Tra^i: ?iq gQ^rfufir =gftrn^ i na^itr^iiw^R- 
=5jff5q5tf? I 5i[^qoTrq'?T?inft'? 

^?ri3?Tf\ai aiT=5f^?.=PT?%?f\insfcr 1% t^fq^sTFncrnrim 

‘ i^?r^i^45i?Tr Ti?tr gfirtn} ^^fcqqwr: fecfii:?!: ’ ( 


” [ 3-0 ] 1 

f^^{^?^ II l%\\ 
f;*^^ gsfr5T7S 1 

.napgd;^ 3Tg,T%if3[?qgi%3l5qH, nf[. 

%^=q^sq5qnRR^q¥nq 5?f% qf^qi^R-, 3 |r?i sFRoii'qiT- 
59551R pq ^t:-, sttt^h ^Tqf^ qq; qq ?iq^ I qq 
^fefq wqq% =q5T%i|qq^T; i 
q;qarTqT§;?;q(pi:7- 

3T#rffTqqig;ra¥q qwqTtq3;wq 1 
3Tfq^5R^qq[ q qqqtS^q qqT5gq: II '^K II 
3T%q q§;T|qT<;5qq^: qqt^ ^nqSTSgqrqRS^qf] 
^^qqq; I qqq?q^ SSsqij^ ! 3Tq ^:gtqT"0T 

s^mq^qq, I 


^reqTq^^XqTSft | 

^qTi=q3T^5iqq?ienE(xsq ng;Tafq: II II 
srq ^qtq qf^feqrqqlrFqq; 1 
|qqqT qRHlgqqTq^HT^T 1 
STRqqiqj^ 5xq;^>^ qi^f|qq^ II 11 



JnCTq5;s3j^t Tjon; 11 'vi\ II 
3T^cni qf^-. 1 f^B - 1 i 

“ Rj'WfstIf I sTruftq;^ 1^1 s-qHq^ragEsEqfqw^agcRH- 
JT3irtnpqfqfir=H =g; Hsng'qR'sqqt^Hi^^sp: siiSR; i stgqi^i^ g; 
qqi ^^T: I irw^^q ^^pfwfq qi l^q^^gqi^Hici. i ci^ 

^r^t. 1 a ^ Uc^ss T%n l 5isa51%: 

siraqi^ata; i i 

5iq5t ^^t: 1 a =3 atqsBTrfsaB fsw =5 51E3: ^fa =agtt?tfa^^: *r 

I 50^ fTita asiT— 5K?f\{a ” [ so ] 

3t{^: qa ?3f tat cR^a q^igt: ^s^q; ^q{ 

~ ' *s 

q^ivra ^fa wa: aa: a i 

“ ^tatTOtSt g5g?agq^% rrer^fa a ^i 
?a3^rqqaa;i staa g^E^j^aaBrea awT'afa^aaTa^aat g’ai^fq at 
sfiJraraqigr^ isaaqraR^ga^sfa ansgtq^avtgaa ^55aa(.i Ig- 
'g:aiqTgta gaisj^rt;^ a5'a-5Tt%Pna?(C'iqt5ait^ i 

3ta g^ata afaf^Eataaiq^aac, i aia ’j^aggqTgw5:gaa g’asaa^i 
iKfiaattaatfsis aat — ” [ ^^ ] ' ga^ar 

gRftiiat atawta qar^a «naaaa arasw^a siia^a qs^fijafa^jaa- 
fai “aTa(q;^feaq;55ri;':i(|g^^gqrati ^atgiat gcatgiar atsatar- 
at%ajnq?aa. i l^agqtgt^ ^gaa ^SEaa;.i a atflta^fg 

aqatat qraata: i aa^atfgqtsgwa^aqsaai saia'^a faqaTqi:T?ta,i 
sta i%svs^ Itareafv qtt5g#tq?a aar — ” [a'* i 
{a?n a af^a^f^a: st^a f^^fs^aaat arfantsli f^fa- 
^g^=Pag ^5 ?t; gift Wtf^^a I aat: qfoaacatga: stsiraa:,5CT5s^a 

a?aa ^ aastt: a»ini: a i “aa fiaHtaaqisg: I aga^atfaars'a- 
aai(5a a la ngqr^ 1 ^ta afaft^ qttsgtaq^aa^ i aaa laagg- 
qtgt^ ^gaa ^aa^” [ ao ] i 





[ 0 0 — 




I 

fl 5R55t|5E^?WI’l^; II \S^ I! 

3T5( tV,H-. I 

TrT55I^f^?T?^'I!Tf£Iri: Tfr^Isqf^qTtsfi^ 

%r%q^, m \ — 

g;?;5i5r m«T i 

3:f^q5T q5^T%3[f^ II 11 

3T5r 5??im 5tf^: 1^ RWRqar ^m - 1 

- f^qT^^wqfr T1^?^^^TTO"rfl5^ i 

¥rR5(i^ T%#ii§i%: 11 ^<: II 
3T^ mf^IW I T%s: I 3TK?T SJT — 

?TR^ ’ I STRog ¥(H^^ ?TS {%Kt ^ 

I «ft: ?iiqf%t qftvii =^t?’?i’5cufnif5iqira??j^,=5i?^si^cf.®w 
sRhRSRT 'gF^qR^ihiRt ^ 1^554 sft^ 5ftg ep^ifq jt sfmcf! wth: i 
“ sT^r q;55nns^: f^s: i qs^stl^iRiH^wErt 1^ ms^qi^n giRn^ sjfn- 
3t?trgqr^m4f^s=?^tii;”[5To]i 3i^r?3gr\?f'.i “fec^r- 
<it{%i ct^qRt^ fern?iJr:^^t?i;ilg^H- 

>OTqT=5!5B^^ ^T f%g5l[ Rse^3,^{% iR^r:! ‘ sif^STf?- 

iRis'-.^q ?ftTtig^i%q;rr; i ^ ftRn^?^3^rg; s^?it ^giotfqq: ii ’ 

5%>Tll?r 3Tii5l''5;TS55RS|;5!l|EB5q’!ft|5^?3qt^T- 

I ^cotq^:, Rg55arRif% ” [^«] I 
ar^ift^ fTRit^qi ^isTt-" ^q:crRT^ 1 1 
^^CPrg, f^qjidg: flr^=qHJ sr^wsfgsr ?Tifw f^g ?i3q?(s^%% 
WR: I ff^HT 554 sf\inncr5 waif f4aa1 tat 

gqrwd ^ar 4a aif^ wa agr | ^fsioiT 

554 ^f4a5.aT{%§;a?r: 4^a: w^ur: aqiaiuamw I: aifqar 

■^ri qtfqaT atfaat a a: afa; aw^asiasi «^4 ” [^.] \ 

“aaf^qagfHRaq^atg^qtar: aagfgsag^EB'flgat'^:! 5i|qaiaT- 



- ^ ^ I ] \\ 

3tTfv:!^^^5f(??rT55Ts%f?i 5f1«|5q,” [^o]l 

> JJtHtf: T^lsf.^l: SlfeHTtT^sr 1 ^TRWHt ?f%<nt 

=?! 1 m^rtfri ?rf^: ” [ ] i 

“aT5r vTRgitf^ 3?(r^c% =51 f5'5!e 

^fifrr ^r5?r^i3[T%^i«wr i 3jf%^r i 

fsff%a3Pi«!nf^^fvn§fsTq f^Kgfg^’i^5=hT??iF^r^4 i 

?l'4I — ??er^^ ” [ ] ' 

^F5lSl»TT'4?;TTfl^Jig?F1?4Tl^ 1 

ftsraf ?:5i;^T5 

<3?5qf 3I^n; W^ JfRfflTlffFlIl^. 11 II 

ar^ifHr =4 q^^niwrasfq 

H^qrrr 5Rft4^ i ^TcTigEET: q?¥4 s^iQ- 

qRfRS?4sft ^^r: ^sf^r 3T?f|sr i^T st^s^t: i 

“ 44 445% 3J4\4 4545% f^cfl qT4Ep|oii ^5441 

■4 444141 ^r^mr qT%E3T ( 444F^=^T 3Tq^qi%E»T 4 ) 44 4% 

.( EP^ ) qiS.R^ 4f 4l4t 41(443141 3444 g ( 43q ) 4 3I5l\34544: 1 
5345!4t^ g54T f^44%f4 414: I 44 3II44 4 q3'l[?;4(454tqpT5TF4tg44U 
t^sf^^qoT^^Tf ?4^Sr54^54t%(T I ?4^t4T4r f44cl?4^q?4%4 

34^44 44|;f44 414^(144 ??^54 4!^404^ 44 4TS5I4, 1 
3ri44q^S'%444 I 3FI445(q ^Cf)^151f^af4f4»4r4, 1 f4?4f4fJ4^- 
q;® q® EB5=|^q3554. I 4^4 4I SWT 5Elf?4: 45541 : 45[f% ( 44^(4 4? 
4R5B4,5ftai4g4'T:F4354T(^4T4; I 33R4q^ fq^qjm: fqRliiaSRK- 
4^^5144X41 44 4T?3ft4. 1 4ff44I 4S4T'45:4t4 f44f 5544t44T- 
f44T 4 pfl f4444t 4?4I 454 44 4r 44ri44J3; ” [ ?ro ] 
“444T4TJTI44 434f5f pm5:4Tf?m4ir^%4 f^55gf4%q:^^?4r- 
$^sfq gf.Oli 4fTX 4r44i4544lf 455 ^ 0414 , 34 ( 4 ^ 4^44 I 

44 4^®(43^5-454g^53¥454:fin 5r44f:tai;^q|4E4Tq^4 4\43| I 
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aTJfHifJTi^rv^sp ^ffr ari3?r nti i ‘ %-^v. 

criiraffv:i% ^ fnaifqt tosj. | q, 

trq' ” [ ^o ] 

Mqt II II 

^ 3{t|% fg:’<?T mi I 

5?I5f?;fqti5^T^3'TO^#ET4fq 3T5T£F?t5t^q^- 
Fd%Hife:55^ ( T^'4 ?Er ) ^ 

-yFpTiWir^fq T%qT aTT%i: 1 5fiS[rnT^Tg'3:'nR;” 

5 rifl aRqci Mm 1 

aTTsraTTftaT^RffraTlftofT ;T?;Hrii ^rfijj^eq II <io II 
[ q q% feqfq srfq fq'i^T vuntfw ar^^i^sT qr i 
aTfq=5Ilf?iT^rqTT*?^rf^I fjjf^rlT ST ^Tfai’^qrftr 1 1 ] 

35(T??7fT =q?=?ifK13r: 

3T?^Tll?F?a'?TRc5f<IT SliTSf^r RqiT- 

g:JTr i%fTOi%ft ST ^ffi' II d?. II 
“ I iIt5|iTfai5pe3tT5=5(qtq!fTq ?n fq<^[¥l: 

®rr§<r: fq^’ri t^'T ^gf^ry; 1 2!i5^?yr ffi^§[s’:gyi7eyr fgSftg 
nfg>T%: I ?t5ifywgTnf-fg%Tf¥tfg5?i^fq i gsft!flP[(if«(%s^gyg“5K- 
sg^gg^m^sfgitfH^eg irfq {g^g: i {g»T3t|t-g^HT[T5tfg ! gg 
gsfgrfroifgggi gyr — n; a:^% ” [go ] i 

“ T%Hfq g^gfetfg^g^'Tg:. \ q ^simg ?sgivgg;3; i sissTTat^fg 
> 351^1 5Tfggif?g5grf%g5g5g»oi:^gT'Fgg gtfggfgg nf^gygjiTi 
s?5ifgcg%gg ' g ¥rfoi<!gTfjr ’ gg: ^yg %^f^- 

g^nggs^i. i gtfg^i^gtf^RigisgT^ gggfijg; , g gi# fin%g 
gwg 5igg fRi sgsgf^ 1 gtgg; stfg 1 qgrwsfq \ 
[ g^FRfgggi gyi-] ( ^gicqfrr ’^Mmr 1 g^r- 

?TT: I !iftg{gg;t?t^: gf^qsigTrfiigig^a; 1 stt: 1 sigg'igHH i 



p I ] ggw: Hk 

! Ei^^rar i sr^^Tara <Tts: 1 5^'"f 

5fi-<oT3|^l?r 1 srat f :^r'?T5i(5^ I ats i 

arfa^niw?^: H?=if eaiTK: | S! ~ 

raaifa^fRT 3?a5?5itf^ f 95aTfaaf?t^5^ w 

3a\5^tft’g;q?^rT g<5sarr Hf%fa>l:^^ I saj^srmqagTKsq^srrf^ai 
Easfi =gi^5a?tTa?<fif^ joft^asqratctt I ‘ 

?rf^ f^gqjn^f^agqawn^q 5iii§q: ’ i fra cr^woiacf^q- 

^frat afTT'4J5[^ I ” [ ^'' 1 • 

tort: sif^^^sfq II II 

t3W%^!TqT: T^^Sfq fTcCfi^qJT^ra {^Tq?fT I fJ^IT — 
i:?3ro?rs?fTT'ini;ffTS''-nqTf i 

“l•!IT^fJf^JT^T% spRorafa^^ q>Ta- 

a=gq favrt^rar i ?r =a faqra: \ ratvrTfaqKcrra sptftnrrafra at 
faataara’’ [ a «> ] i “ qtfaai alaqiga a g i |g 

faai aJiaRq^aRaarg, i aa afR^aflrag'Rsfial'cavna: i srafe^- 
^3 laa’^is^f^a ! ara qa fafqiaaat afRa:a#agq^{sa^qaf 
spra^a araai aar^raar faataar ” [ fT° ] i 

“ a qis'R a at aistmai; ” ^ratgrafa a^Rcaifgfafesiaa'pq aa- 
laRatasfa 5praqiaatfl:^taaa i aTfaata'tfa.^g aga^i; i ag ^pr- 
arara qjTaffqar uara fafta^a afe^Ti'aff’pa sprfaa qRf ra~ 
fgftaraTR aatafafa %a i Raaaiai; qf^qffafi^ afra'tspi^taj 
g aiRuifafloT spraSia atwrf^ ara^ i a g Ifa sprrafaff ?fa 
fa^qrg” [ g® ] i 

I aTfaqsTat: ra^araaaa i at araa^amt aifaqjt 

^gfrraerarfa: g(cqa^arm: a?ar ^ariaat srfq ^ cftat staa 
aaa^t i araf I: ¥rw?flr: agsr afq q(qaa& ?a qatg^a a^ ?a i 
af^algffifa: afea'ia^ifa^f^fa: a^feat aatfeat afq agaa 





[ -T.lo 


st^f\?5;i srgTfiwm^itij I “ KcitfsiH fe?(V«fr msg: t 
?n I I cJ<3W5t;qi 'grnsTlg: i 

?n%3fi5=eKg?iiRrg gisl: i sr^r fgqiqsqlc^cKsiiiTg’Ri ^in^rwt 

i sq g : i ‘ fg^:- 

qigiTO^iT^nf^Trrqq' i ^rnm^ ii ’ 

?5g?n?T«n 5^qqjf g: i ^r^arr qswf^s^gff^rgaTrqgrsfirg^-ij^ 1 5qr ^ 

3:*l<’ ^graqrf^q>?q5T qf^tq: l sraspt^oiaqfa^EE: SIT%5q?'qq;?qTtHT 
M^gq^ssjoTj^ H^T ‘mciq% gfcgig ngiq^qg^cig’ ^fg^rr^qr i siqnq 
fqvrt^igtq ^q^^^qq%tq: i ‘ qinttg^ qjiqoisjfWTsfq fqvnggt ’ 
^?jqT^Jl, I ^fgft^s'^qt 1 qart ‘ qgqf^I 5tngn5gf^. 

?Ttq gp^ggrqr: i g^sr l%|er gggOq ^gr sgqrfg ii ’ 

sT^.qra qtqg qqq^tfiftT ] n 

QTt^Jii^nfJraT ^ 1 sOToiRi^TiJni— 

qi^TR I 

=q=qR5 JlTT^fJ^^TTS^fTT ^T lU^ 11 

^^'rsfq 5(i!^JiFqt 1 

11 <:« 11 

???®r ^ 1^ ll li 

“ 3T??i'i|^ firfegg; iif^<'3:q;rioiq^5 appranq- 

fqqtqlfe: I qqqsqiqtfsql'qiaqrq: t 

=q qRsfqfiiTTt stfgf^qt^fiiTrT =g: ” [ a© ] i 

gqrat qsTT — I ?Tr sTs^rt I i 

^t?q^ q^ra jn'% i g^St^qfft'qjgaA^ti: f^faiffiiig: 
3ji»%qq?i: i qjRotg ^fjTfef gg; 

g =EFgre! I ^?igq»^g *t geqt^aw: \ 





“ ?sr?i!gfT5iTtf%!?p!ft f?rw=3 i =5? 

^TRT%flt'^t «iqi — Jpf? ffn ! ” [ ITo ] 
^rK?mr«?5r (jcPt^rrt q^rrcr%5?ncr: i «?; #oi cr^'i^w 

5t 5| Hi?¥fn%?I5TtfI I ST-^. 

fo5^ 51^ ?t?^r nf?^ ;75R%a% IT^R Jf'fTls?^ I “ 5I?!f 5RI?3;Tf : 
q;ri(<n3i; i ( cif??r^) rf^3f'Tt%5Esi*f3i:. ” [^o] i 
“ 31^ ‘ qsif^T ^qfJTt^ !t g ^{^JTflfsfq ’ ?fa 1 

^vf^n’^g; qwT»T: 1 ?ept Ht^vimfe^rarg 1 

‘ ‘f^-q-} frr?Tr?rr 'gt^ g^ssRSTR: 1 

fgsrr ^gcggHtfiigrarwgrssra 11 ’ 

Id-g I 

si^g'ragrg^g lp.^E: ” [ no ] 1 

“ ) ngl^=5ii^g ngnmow rnninT: 

^gg%5T 5Tngi wfg ttssht ?rar snrt ^i\ ??rr^ nsir nwr g^rn: 
aTfgss?^ ^ arr^ in^ 1 3t'^ gr ^ s^cgfJrfk gaprern; 1 gitn- 
^ng^rmr fg':?rK?ntfpr >5rgnt ^Tn^g?iTrnt ?T?rR?g sTrg(ii?g?T: 1 
g;st ?r^n!c<nfiTgig srtf 1 nsr^ntg; fg^rf ?€igr 5T':®in^r 3T5rfTg?«Tt 
Hnf% 5rjf(^^T^g^m^s5Rr ^3lgnI wfa- 

?ttferr«n5n5n 1 3igTC[5cq^q=gTqt^^ni 

5intifwg5^?i#qw ’gtq^n stTgap- 

ww: 1 ^rsrfn ?JiT5g ?35n ^ mn 

?f?r nt I sisT gj ng^rrwra; ssficen =g | n^i! fgsriJigifTg 

^inqairg^n^as'gigrf ra?5mwm^4gmi%fifii?r qucf^fn 

’ ^%gKfinsig;t^ ^n[,l ” [ ] 11 

“ sir%«gf^fiTttT nsrr— ^ ngr i wn ggf^Stsfq g^rf^oTss 
g qiqn?r ” [ no ] it 

m\^ apiri^TOTT II I! 


w— 





[ q;io 




^gri% i%5m^ 

k^ T%q] ^ gilts^r ^ I 

=^*?3rr^^r ^ ?;i^’ 

j^T^Errmi =Er =^ ^155^1 ^ II 11 

“ '^OT I 3q^2iI5BF[0T I nv:?Ti^ 3IT'-:^Tri5*l55?Ti5%^%q- 

frjcjjsr: I sr«rra??5trrs=sT«T^^2fc^ 

sr=s3«;q^ 1 =tr^fq ssf^qf^JTTftmHf^^m^^Rcft^fig'rcns^ais'^^t- 

3rr-<7^^ ?tT!^q>R5g?I, I Hmfq "m ^tr 

e|[?fT?E: I tr^ f % I ?:r3VR ii?^»%: I f ?ra:q; rr^: f|-qu5[, 

'Ttini’TiTi^, ^ %^iUT rtqsT?- 

vT^oT cfjqw I T%tijgi. 1 5 n^f':HDir ricitqTfjRi, 

sraa^rt, wl55qr m55t&^ qjHor mqji, ^qjcfiq*^ , ^nir^tfrei, 
3TR?^wJi, ?:fa if\i% =a goJT^ ?qiq; s,?«r'4: I ’’ [ ] 11 

^ ^T II II 

^T'^fqTI W^OT STT 5(1=1, I^qi 

5(r ?q(Fip5Ff, ^'TSaiTP^iT-^rr^q: 1 ^oikT^Tnq;— 

‘ ' JTTTirsqfRf? I !qmT?q ?f%^^iioi ?rrTtt?qq 

^fissTipa-T^qm: I i^fRfq RTr?j=:Tlg: ?T(R=f4 qvq?4 ii{% =gg:- 

qEprns=Tm55Tsi: ” [30 ] n 

‘ ‘ ?T|JTT?iimf^ I srgqq^rrrtRcf^TT R¥{tsqTrH»?Tm?!fiqqr3[?tt=£r 
=q^Krt5a? «T?=!ia Rism^cisis^rRr: 1 g ?rtfrTs=%R 

=?ijt«- 4% R?rt I ?Tr^i^-qrRW!fifiTvit5tT^lTrH?fi 
■Jtg: t q;f%Rf^^5im?r?cT?RS(gtTr^\5rrgTrHT^T?ft-q5jcwr'E=Ei” [^rojii 
T^#lT15fTR?3'TJTT%5?^fl5( ^Tlf^ 'RqCmn^ I 
cRJM t'^t'^: ^T%g,^ s[r^5?wfq ll€^ ll 
§T^qHfnq5fm5(r q;?T=qJT ^ 5 ^- 



^ 

f^fJi’jf ^ II dd II 

Tjcrtwr^sr %rcCEn-^K i 

sr^3?raf%iiI?Ep?q; g?3 ?tqfqT% qinfs: II II 
arf r 1^ ^ 5i|q?T,^fr[3qT qi^fsrq qT^^qfr?? I 

q nq virqT-. qi;T¥l45iri?Ejg|q T% q ^qt; 1 1*^ *=' I 

a^r r^tt^R qrwT!=q?iqqq qqr — 

<fiqif?iqqqf ?q^q5qi5if%TirsTt g^-qroif i 1 

TTicr i%q?i?r ^Tjfq i fq^iTgq: fq=5fsqre: 

fffq fiq I “ aj-r fqq?^^ciirfe qimrq 
qfrmaq, ” [ a'” J n 

^WT5=^q Tqqtaqqq'a qtvjwm qsiT — “ I ?iqW 

cfi§i^.T%: I § g?i% qnqaqqaiqi atfqsKrqT ^^t=5q 

at'fqr snmifflqt? i 3 ?h qq gfear qra^ar aq^r- 

®fRT affasfr^r aTar^sn^aiat R'^r faqa^fs^^ai- 

s^<7, 1 aq5 aqa*=at %arftr waa-' «pifa?>f\aa q^at i %a s^liaaiaa 
a33qi?^rji^iqtwifqqtRa;i arrsfiir 

qqr aqr^ai Ral afa^j^qaTai i a;ftq'qftsaaX ar 
arf^ a aa% i stfa 5 Raaaaa: ” [ ao ] 1 “ 
sfqffHi fa'^a: S’ ar^fy^arfqar nwif^a Rrrfaa: ” f ao ] I 
taawq qmrfaaaaa aa^aot aar~?jan:sTC(if% | gararaa 
aRtaataa^wa ^Ptaar^ faaiKta 1 ^rqqra- 

I a a^rta: aaqfq^ a^a r: i ar®- a^ra- 

a3'<qT5w4: ifi: i;aa: ^’a ^af^fa 1 “ qa ^a ^'^arfq 
qTata'aRHWT'q^?. 1 ai^ffet^fa fa^a: 1 aa^ 1^“! ' 

Ivqi^nt RtaR^fa aat— Biff I “ 

gfq afa Hqa^ailaa «iraa aqa: ^qifa^raTa ^-a^naa f^^a: 



sf5p3Tq^ig:t 






’’[^ 0 ) 1 “ airfv'rJFfmoratfltfr^^ xtIh 
f%’?r^n%{^!!ni. ” Jrlja^; 1 “ g fffr 
snfTfsgfssf ^ %g'4S'f!n l^tt'l: ¥ffl«q% ” [ :3 -q ] I 


M*?: ^st%l:^sfq I 



H T^'4: 1 


i %j ^m\m i 


^qr^TFj'^q;— - 


3rfiRS(?tfi5JfTl%H^qjriIT^£(^51Tf^ I i 

^?:tS#SfqT I%f«5Rig[7^Tg[4TJTqT%qT^ II ^ 11 
“ ^?gn5?ii rsrfmr^f^sft i'^r^?5i;^‘)f?crTfi7ww ^7 fif^i^! 1 

r^ ftrvrsra — 1 

“ 5 trai;T|r{^ srrfHjrdrf^^i;!??®: 1 fgfwff.fg ^or.fsr.s'rt^’s^,. 
mffr 1 ^i^rfq ^nRurfq strs^r ftrd'q: i 

ctsrtfr ^iragoifirifigf tr?r 1 rrHT flsqi 


ITi:qTfTr?r(q 1 , g,,. 

fir^fqn^g 1 ^w&sfq ” [q®]! ‘‘ 

^5?iim^f;^R3rR: st ^ ^sri\ 

( wrd^^nRF. ) 1 i 5nBri]'qrarf?TH5a[^j(rfq vttsftg; ” 

[¥*] I 

“ ^rnr^qnsfiqf^sif^wfliwrt fg^\^gHs{q ?itcWra 

fsw^i^T^T I f^in'5^q;TfSiq55(CTi?Tsi^,5^^ 

?n?sTVwr?rwRq;if^^ww^!5:5q'J3; 1 «?q;TrqqRoii?i5i^;l^ 
q5rf%moi^^5^rr aif%qi^^ gi i h =5 grai^Sriififvi^im fiiq?j! 

t I fjR^Rls^Jinsg' ' 

“ 1 1 §*in, Iq^t^tTcft flt?T\TT crfgq’c^ 



-Rv 1 ] p?? 

Tta 5ja?T?rfe?5frr5[5p ( 9T(^*iErr ^®rr 

""ioTtK Rl?r EE for 35i!Tt%P ar^Eff: 

ism^-irr: ) ^r^rsi^s^rfiti^'T wardifH ?iq"jjoiftii:=ai?r; i " 

[go]l“3?o? Etfe?A5^t%^-ElE^n'a[3ITrrRf ?f^5^3rtcE|t fgfw;| 
Tiwc^ra^t^iragT i <iEiJ;a:5'^©53; ” [ sio] i 
JIH I S7?«issn 

giji =g?^ |EET(f^ciii;icrf7 \ 

{gf\V3: '?HEff?I 5151111% cl5I 

f%fiv3:, n-^ ^ ai’fl^rfwn =5H5EER5TqEp clil ^qEEJg^ I 

fiUqTScqg^lTcfgEjrT il^e'cq^^^'TSE^qtscqriFflRT: I 
{5[W?:TScq^555;^fir4 rI4Tf-ei% 14441(^11 II 
4qr ^5ti'4 4 T?;i4?:' 

f?fTi5^'JT: !iarSC43^5q^ =4 spfrfq q^Taif^ =4 || 

4qr ?;iiir <st?rngjl^ 

qj|: ^igqjq: II 11- 

?f3fra =q 3iq^^5(fif =q ^g;?;i% =q i;®44 qt i' 
3TSR?:q5i4; 5tq?ct gtsf^ ^qfit^ll (I 

q|^T^ij?qiqq24qT i 
q5^: ^414 EfR151gf.qRT: ll^MI 

stta^rr qqr — f^q' 1 1 rRqtq ^n^R^qq atfsa^qq^ifw 

cqqq^lcqq: i fn?q: qqar: arfq 3^cqi:f?qr: i 

qr^: arfq arq??: I aisqq: Tfg^r: srfq 4qiTl?T: I fq^SRI 

'j's^Efi 3Tfq’ grfq^f : arqf sq^sq^Tfir I 

“ arqfqfeqrfqsirqiqm^qqEqrfqg^^^tq: qoTqtqrfqsqqfqqsciqr 
3 q%r^: I q q qrEqqrfwn ” [ q^ ] 1 

qr%: feqqr qqr—qrqr^^ » I ^qr qq qffqr ?rgf 

qtaj^: qi??iiqt!(: q^q«( q^naR: ^osqf^^qotfqqrsTrr^qiT- 

q=qt arqrsq^ Sfifqq^: icqiqoT: =q »Tqf% I Ewfq a{f%#Et%i:q 



sptsqsfcsi^: [ EpTo 

&wii f%®TtcTr q'?r<5n(% irfatf^ I 
^?rfi j^sTrffr: ct^t 5!fi tri m\ R^rr •■q^sRf tral; 

Hf|: 5I?Tr'3[?fR(^: -af^^OT 5 e«![H ^TH I 

“ srg' ^Tr?tg?R3ri(HR?Tn^^fqRtfEi0p^p^i i^fm: i 

” [ 5(0 ] I “ <TrgR3Tt&#SB-<Bl%^liifT Rfi^' 
Hisw 5B05 faT^cRR KtJTtRvRt trftfcr ” [^° ] i 

‘ ‘ a(ct»iR??rfg<rit'Ji fkm |R'Ts«rR2?Rjj, I 

[^°]1 

“3ig?(Ti;^aTc'gr^ I 5^m: ?f(«aTR(rti 

Ef%^3^R#«TI^%?(f7 5n':?!(^5^ ” [ ^*> ] I 
^rta^s^di qsii — I “ 5!i: ^’Tcj- 

(a(TrrR^^5T ) R«T^ ^Slf ^qRSTI ST^Rt ■(^Rt 

=9 iffJsf^ 3r^rr??r: aicr^ryg'iifrcr: q;r5RJFir<i^ ^nifr ‘ ^tr; ’ ffa 

I ” [ ^° ] < 5ii'Ki(R3ftB[^?r(^^jr ^s^toi 

f^d'^r: I ^ ^ ^mr 

1 5T(5f(q^R(RHt^5iq'^^?( a^1['T\?T\c(qt: i 

gai^JT ^«lt-!^cTcrT%% I ^ g?f^ V, 

srrffrKT! sif^r? s^rrgr?: HTr^n^ir 

5Bf5?TI: %5tqRll?(( JRT; ^^HT: ^oTR sflRl ?Tfl5I^fI, spHiScftl, 

5fJT(?t: gfifrsr: ^r?ir: i “ =B(5?tR5gTrRRR(''#oia': ” [ Mo ] i 
’jfsR'TWHlRr geqR^R: ” [ ^-o ] i 

qtisnfq ^§;f^?:r iriiro i 

QSTfi^T'T^ rr55f5(5[;5ETHi^!WT^j}f^ ii n 
jprMf5^?nT?:?|^s?3i ^i^irrn'^svni^ig'TR i 
3T^5(SfF¥rT^?55T5A5!R:^ II 11 

qr^^T^ra; ?sq^q=q^iTTinq: 

5?l3I?It?qR¥{5(^¥(eiq'q ^T I 


"i. I 



tVi*?; I ] 




T%^3:: ^>s'3f?c[^gqf^ ^ ?irq xf II n 
feqqr qsir — ^f^^rtqrw i 7?r5i ^^s;? a^fq m^^xct 
JIT5W I ESSi?wfcr 5l?sq:H¥q 

Ufnqqra arrir^qtq i “ srq qgnqeqq^qeqqtijiir^iV 
^i^HPtTiqfifiqTvqf I m\ m it^tg. ssfii^q^q — 

? 7 #fT: g??f qw qmar q 5^?% xi^i: 1 
fSimswr srrsiJT e^swfe qq^rri^jr; 11 

q^rnJTqf^qqi^l'rtqtwqgsritTafqfqTvttqtwitiji; I gr^qtra' 

1 ‘fmq;’ ^5qrf% 5r4qt5if.q^ ” [a^] 1 
I 573 qqtfqsErrqn& 3iwq: gunfb-qi fitg-: ^gir: 
^^x4:, spq qf^JTotq f.5gt goTfiRqqTrq?iq\5rg?cr( q?r- 

%?)[, — I ^Tfi^qrf%f?'?P^r?T 1 ^frffi^sqfenmR^a 
^qq^atfq qsaMSiCJiiqmrQSf tf^JBtuif xi qat jjoi?qrcj; 1 

Ijouq ^S^oi qqr — I q?q ^TP^q^q Trukiqi armRl 
aTqn% qiraqit anqqq; q^qq qiq ^fq i qqw; 

sifqqi:f^: ?q%: qtqr'JT’q^: qq: sTHi sfiiarf?: ^raqqq: qqnfW- 
q^^sqq qqsRw^qqqq; stfwsTTq: i ^ vftqq: cpf^w: 

Sfq^iqq: ^1% ^ssqq. I “ qqrfq fWTT: slm^niq ffq 

?piqTici;^sp3 q^q ?iqrfq 5'^^riiaq sftqqisfq qcfqqirqfq 
JittaT qfHS'3 ” [s'®] I 

“ sjqTWTiq^Tf^snqaqscq ^laifgoit :?a*r<iT fqfm; i 

t%qrqr: t%qqr qqr— qi5?5|y^I% ” [ qo 1 I 

“ qR!q''miqSf aiq qiqq^ ^qiq^Eqtqsqqftqq: 1 qf^ag^ 
i;q'qi qqqicreq^q i;5qq: i ?r^rqf Hratfqfq^TBgr^q;- 
aqr^fiqq^Tqi qqqtqtftfqqq: i qfqq'’fqqTqq ?fq i gq^^q^t 
q;i5i!?ql[ ^rsqrfq awnqqq qf^aq ^ q ara ^qq: t 
fq^fe-qmf^ I iqqw fiqgqfqqrq: i ^T^ratwqqgssTni: 





[ 5KT0 


=ar ?riTn%^«i^^5T ^ fErac^j^rfa^m sw; i 
grqf^ra atei ytimii: ??Ef;5!(iiq*(Totm^R ^qfi?T- 

giH ’qr iT?«Tsr ^fsi-4; i ^^ 5 ^: 

sf\q: f^EBT^: 5Tf^: gT?r(:^W TqqqHTfltf^iqq^ ^rlSq 

qjfl<fl'q5l; I ( ra^qRafj gs^: | ) ” [ 3 - 0 ] 

sr^ “ ^ mij ^ ” iWErifTOv?:, [ sra ] i 

^ITO^T 3;^?JFP; 

^iTiT^^q ?iFqf^fw^mqTfqT% gft; ii ii 

i%Trif?(55^ ^5(fq s^q?r=!^5rFiTSfq efiTf^^KT 1 1 ? o « 11 
flK?iTqr ^s^oi Or^^T ^(?Tr — 3i?qf#ri%' i ^saqjfqrij^ 

9 oH qOTTsrq, I sr4 ^rg^: Efurr stwrsrr qiq?: gi^qi fesq: 

fqpq: ?ffr qjr^tqrft I ?5qrq??; EBRoti^i mmT fqqrjqqr 

^^xs?Tr q 3nq;pri ^qm qqi qq:wTf«: f^g: artfiift: i 
rj^ qTi ^rtq# fqsit qt ?iS.q 

3?:3 3tTq5=3: f^fiq: Tjq?lit: 5R5^qt«r q^T ?lT?.qr 

Hg? ^oirq, 9TI ^gsrfrq; q^qfw I “ si^r qi3i%qiqT: qjqfg^q 
sjqyfqfqqr frow: i ?T?rfq sr^aqvq'isTT q ^qfqi\mqt|w- 

?qg{%3 rt'4r^q;55q<mjff^rT5(3qt ^nr^q'iqg ’' [ q° ] i 

^®q^q I “ lf^%f3?^EB,5qfq3a^iq 

tfi^nn nfq =^51 ?t^q> 3:^31 artanr ift 

qgqx ¥iq{% i I ( ^jTrqr: TT^Hffqi: ) m- 

§-3fT: q;t>i: i[qt g^ffoTr cRqf^cqfra; 

II ?i^5t5ir5?r i^qiirqtjR# afesig. ” [ =q° ] 1 siaatrqgq- 

?T =51 ^iqmrvitJnaq^sqtq^qr^f 3 ^(3 afiqi?frat 1 



J gg'Sf 


^3rT%?iT^qTO^ tRH ii 

I ^4 Sfiii: 4F4R ^ l ■3^Ti;5[iiqi^ 

I ^^^'4 =a I ^ g ^Tftra???'- 

m^Ji; I sicft ST ?lWt^oivTO5fot%St%sqtt%: I SfoT; ?iR9jriH 

=4)5q^ ” [ sfo ] I 

“ ¥,a[JTT%i% I fswt^u?q4lsr ^^£^ts?«pf\in5=!T^' 

vn^: I ■:5:tRT3^?ri% t 3i5if??^r45!^oi4r5i iTRrt | arer 
gfRUf^lgf^riTf regfWFw^sKftij; i N ‘ '^r4 qfsilqr^r 

gr5r«T{% g^sr g ’ i Hr^7t7<n^£roR^?F2T ^zcgi^n- 

5!i;r?c^g 1 3T5n«fr?oi!5g sTfavn^rratsTf^rTg^tf^^-?'^!- 

4\«?i55ft?: I f%?¥r! I srrfggT 
%TiriJ I ‘ wfk: ’ ” [^o ] I 

fy5fj?Ff^{^cf4 ^rerfq^siTSfgl-^, 

5CiH33iiw5i;B03r 

g?? ^IsgiqTFiqt ? o ^ ji 

q?3i^l% I qroivts^g i qrsng^ 

3Tsn qfaJT’ERaiT st?n4 i f^sp q?(q q?r {gci4 

sTf 3^^%; ®rfg?i4?T ?rqfq?qT gw f.s^i i sfiga^pst arsRsngj 
g<4 ?t4i3?t mx a^WT^^r- 

TTW f4^<!T ^rqfqcqr qw3if??R=!T gitarRi'gr arsig^q 

=af55ri; mar: Htfeapr g^t g?4 m i ^ms^rr: gTqgr|f?ar?r: 

Rg :?T3?ranTr5T.' ^>in gfrr g-feprrf^ i 

“ 3TmwTmrra4\: feqTH’Eafrgmgcaqg ” [ sio ] i 
5qi5r^5^|% f?(^ ^sfl ^5[??Fn 1 
sqigr^^qT qi ^§1^5 1 q3g<4TgT?:i’mi— - 
T|;?qT cqtsqTtwtw(5rr g gn^: qd 

^siTeJ^atirarai 3 rjrtnra^ iT??raH l 





?fl| 0 ^ ^ 




?!3^cRf 5^?fcl^?qTf^crWT: T%J: 

iRm ?qiFnf.m2mT5WTtfS[ ^cp:qcT q^qi; IH oR 11 

I ^if^gm'T'n^^TTf ^gaatr g^sst^nfr 

fft55T?tt ct^sqrsiit^T^q^rEq'fFifsi&i: i 

lifi;,3Tra^q 2^i3t?r agorrc^, arrR^ar g eqra^qr 

I gwr?rr ” [ qo ] i 1 ^cRtv:rq?^:?T. 

nqwt ^g^R?ffaf^'3RT jfif^: Rr f|Ri R^^qr qfisR: 

qi% ?tfq 1 3TSI =q ?TfT 3Tf?ftaT {Ifstt cJssriq^ RK^35itq 

I IfFTTf — qi g^sqa; g^Tf^fw; 

3imR fVq; 955fjqt: ?qm agqciTiJ?, 

fq^ctnqf^ 1 Eqtn^fT srRstfqs srqjrrqq f?i??q;i!r 

aiRtfir Rfq pq f?2Tf?trgqt?i: I “ ?r?t 3irrsiri?qm^f%Rrl';T 

TTft^rgslisfq ®5jjfiqTqrfiivjRR^gf^: ” [ ] I 

g,cq?qF5£(5whq;T^^5?ii^g^=q^ 

??[Tg;ra^ ^'IW: II ? II 

g?iRqr qarr-— ■% %%f?ir i “l^qi f^err silfqsqtqi ?t: 

aifqEET^foi%Rq: I rfR^ I ( gf^TS^W: 

f^33: 1 q^qi t?gTvqT?t ’jfraaa: cqejqs!^: ) q?\sr.q[; (^tTr) 

( qg, q^Hig ) g«qgi qissrstgRt^qq;!?^ qegtqt %• 

qqr^g^5lR q-^qr^g^qt^q q\?f^ ^qqr 

7«]|iq^ SRfiqifg ?gfg'#%q ” [^.] I 

“ g gigrsq^ggqqi^qi^ i ^gfgRf^iRqsgqj fgf^gfgfif^tqrg i 

q;tqqq?oi¥ixgn'^q¥'qmtqi^ ” [ go ] i 

m ^df^: W R\\\ 

^ p5fT8iTSi^^?fFfq3ffft sig, g^r^i^Tgufi^ ?rT ^^ 

^11%: I ?f«{T—- 



^\S 

JEI? t^3Ig,TnTOTt| 3FIW^^ 

?rg; rff&iq^tifl i 

^ ^3n>T rftST g^i5r|<iiT 

m 3T ^'li^raT 11 II 

^ Frfoig^teqgHTiT^'s^ I 

^*ui fgsfin cRqt :5%flrar: h? -g rt^scjgr sTifsrfir?!! ii 

W? JT, 5. <4. 

sai^R;, R5ifT-f?(?rTf^3m g iH§;r- 

I “ ng5WiwgT«54 ^ ^f?sfT*ii!=g’gg?itCT^raV 

w>ai?ra w I ‘ RSct: ’ g ?iTs^^gi^rai- 
wgrgjj,” [ ao ] I 

“31^1 Hifi^a?p3ii^§g55Bn%g5fen?i?gfgEg?)Hf!i- 

?i?n3[, I ‘5^01 ggtafe?ftfng^f|5g5rRirirr ?frr ?ni3^- 

gt'g: I ci?r g5Jix«fmjrg?fiTiJRiir^??iiR^?(iiiiiTggig; wi^m) 
^Vj:i cfg g?figrFci5egfg^a'Ji?rR goicgjj^i si^iw-a^^r fg^'raragr irgr- 
=gfgg,i trg=gstsTfri5%3nTTrrg^5n3^(s=g?f:i gakT^g^r^rTOW^atr' 

^g?jwqsi;T?: I Hfi'an’?^, ’?g' ^ra trai 

I ‘ ?ri; rml[t% ?rw;T®fK;” [^o] i 

R*(t! gif^T^tt: JiJiHt! 1 

>awRi ^fJai^RTT i %?Tfg?tTtw: ^rf fraf : ^g:t: i 

sj^t %?3ffe5ittgT f;^^rfgRTTi:tr^ttn:^H. i g?it simi 

%3H?1 ’3RT: H^Fcfqgf^g I SET^gfPTlfni- 

g^igri^sgii. I H«iT ^''n%Hi??it sfmRiT 
3i^5W: ” [ ^ro 1 1 “ 

!ST(s^;, REr?TfRf«'?g ??lTRgs(^Tg,” [ ao ] i 







^ 6 


3r^r%^r f^^rr 51# ^n^rr ??rsfq fr?;^JT: i 
f#T ^ ^#1#: ll?o'Ali 

3F!Ti551x[?rqT #RT f?»l%T5qq^’RRl¥nsnTT£in5»T: I 
^*S^#^i=^=CT5l4tS^ ^ II? °^ll 

“ I sratR R?r%ci: i ^ 

f^-gTs?i\oi-3Rg-?}f?r-f3r^^rrf^'iiT5f7 ” [ 3ro ] i 
4^ ^c?m: i IsirRir^t 

?if>vr?f'!g sft sprt i rT^Tmtrr^jcq 

W ” [ qo ] I 

3T^i%fq% I R^iT^r f^=qT 5ii5n l ¥Tt R^tfq 

qif^T f%?ftwi|?ipa ?r^\s^^a^^R: i =5i?^fsi5t\t»:qK^r qstfir^: 
R5T q;tTrf%5:fe?f =qspt% 5t\vi§[ i 

5if^¥T;T55f ^«It— I 3t?T ?(3tg^T: ijri5it=q^(qt 

R*tT-{%t®fi R^ffgf ?5q’4: — sqgrfi^g ?Tt afaqtqt: gt: 
Jtqr wq: Jursq: =gg5[: I =q gs^t RsTt srajagR: =5?^: 

^gr'3iI5=?l:^5(iit: | “ 3I?T 5jn5!\'3R?Efr 'q 

3^*3^” [ ^» ] I 

qsrg^r: ^pqRqjsi: qi^ar gsrr Rqi5Ri5«ist]|t- 

?rRr^i I ^ ^sif^Tr^frrai q 

^ssiht m\5\\ 

3t^ ^ I qqraqR(^ R-mn: 



R\5 qi%%: ] 


^siipr: 


^%si i fig 

I a5fg^?T^mg?g | sFffggftr 

p^sE^fa I iOTt^g^g giq’l^^f^^qi^- 

gf^rigtg; ” [ sTo ] I 

“ I 1 fgwwq- 

gig I ^gwr^rg wr i gHi^igsggf r: 

gf^g <?g g gt^gg^ggrsfriifgrgrgrg:. i ^g ‘^jrtgffggg ffEtfii^^- 
^qgfq grf^r: ’ ?egg %gg; i TTEifmlf5%: ‘ t%fgfgqfTigfrgjrgrfg 
gra% fg ^ggt gig^sgifw g^P9!g;’^fgg ^gi3,i fg{gggTgTgig/’[^i 

gffPTT^wigf^cT^jnTTr 
jpf^ '^m ^ i 

IcTRcgfcSpgRRf g; g5IITT?Tg Hg.^! , 
'^^rff^gn%r^5i%mTgoqi|tEp<[:q^ iT? o'j' il 
3Tg aggsg J=^?g I 

gT’^'JTFRi^g: 5igKH I 
sr§VR5E( 

ii ?o<i li 

3151 ?^JWrfII?g 1 

ggtggg ggr — o^g R i fi rR I gg iregf^: '?gr?it gf^gf gwgr 
g:gigt m ggiR gwl g?g ^fgr sigg aigiw sitgig gsg 
?>rgfg nr^fg i gff i;fg i ggn g g^sgsgigi itfgrg’r ?Tggr 
m gtoftg gw ??gT liw; gtfg; g^fiwgr, sgifg: gTgtfi^r, ¥(^: 
%wgg?5fig][ (gspK: , ^<^g fi’spi, gig; fg^sgr, '?gt ®gfg^t 
ggfg ggsdfg I “ srg sggm w^lgimggggi ggtwnftgw, 
%^gm ggi^ggt ggggr i5ii suf^grsngmgrs^g? if^Ht 
fgfggg: ” [ g® ] i 



'RSJjwsyft [cfiTo 

“ srfTRf 5rR?r^5fT«Trci =sr qft'^‘j^frrv.?fTr^- 

qif^qjferrH?;^ ” [ ^“ ] I 

sTSEJiT ?r«rT — “ frf?rf% i I ) 

) Ra?R qi^Tfct-l: st^^, 
SWT#: apR: Sir^: ^^T^R^I^qcT: agt^s; 

RT^STTW lW?n fqa^swh awjTttS^; ( ) 

qf^R^q ( ?q^tfiRUqRa?v:ii^q ) Orm: ^q^spr?: aqsf^t qt q^qii 
gresfi ^r^7r wgjrrft ( jiRt: ) flr?fwr ^ttf sTs-rf’H^qfir^: ” 

[ Sjo j I “ST^flTTHqt f^RT q^RTHi [a® ] ( 

— ^cT^lf^riT: I 

?T5:Tf^’3( 

^mST 5?g;: I ^TThj; 56^r«iElT^rTS5ltrg\!^ 

sTTOT^^Tfra^ m i 
^rifirijqq^vTm^^iT^Ff^ ?refTffaq[^il ii 
3Rf snir qr^fiiRT i 

“ a'i=^^r 11% I ^?rwra5T if% ws:-- ^ qjfraRq f^aflrfR: i >ipr 
Rrf^i qiar q^aeqairf la f%qs% afqsjfcfarsfirvfiqf^ i 

5qR: ^%^f%aTqt{q^qT{^%if%{qqq^saTsp^f\fasg5q%R5a5t:” [ao] 

‘ ‘aR^Sflcr^i^i si^nq^q^famt arfq ^flsqsRq^fqqq^iWq; [ 
arwrrql 5^t%qrer5qa?{qw^ aRrari^sgr i sr %q i 

pj'^qnci, I 3f3i^mR5§t5fq gt^a^fi^rafflaiir'n ^iaiaaint^ i 
*T |q ?qsri^f%: l aa a^g^w If^sqr'ataq;: | 
qtsf^arq ^ fl%qi(?l ” [ ^° ] 

3it€lf^% I ^ q5T?% ST'S Rq Haqi; qq; st^sT 1% 3n?ng 
gf^ ®\=qg qsjqnnRsr; i Riq't ^wt rwr: qa gf gr?:5m 

gatf q^ifq i f^R^ql^fq g ’jagriw^ 
^rTsjrg^ q^arfir t si?? =5 siggr fif^qoiqfir ^ ^rfit Tjnq^jqoilql^g 







«Tr^EEscm>*T8T: i “ aT?r wifirif! 

5J?2t53?1??T5f«1£riRf?J^ ” [ Ho ] 

“ argrsRJi^^iJirf^ f^Tsfr frwrfft^w^f 

|?Tt4 I I fV«i[%-%-. 

sfrifr 5%-^s^ gin3?f5’ i i 

fWtE^ irgfmts^ra^; i gma^agnisrri^ ” [ ^^ ] i 

^FFZlt^cfT 5{5II-- 

^;trT§^rkr^wraftt ii«;T 

3?:R ^ m: ^Tqf?T Sr^RTSTTiI, 

rriT?5^; lil5TOTcr§?^5ra^^ 

5Tt^ ^?f55i ^'^i?Jiq?:m5Z[J{fi[ 11 ^ ^ o I 
3{^£pq^4^ g[81f — 

q# qqtq m qq ^5q%qq: 
qqg %?:?qq:rJ5qfi^g ^Iq gsc n ? n ll 
crqiq^^qT q^T — 

q^qr^q qqq ^^T^qigi 
^‘(qiqq^i^wRi 
qr?jri;iqqqifq^ 

fTisjqnift iTi;'Rit Mrqwl li n \!l 

qg 3TCF[;{Sfg^ 'J,^q?;5l^qqn:qJTR}^, 5t^q&q:. 

fr^"ii, =q qq^qg^qi |g: i 

“ ^rsa'feffirfq i stq fqq%qfqq%q igq=q5f ^Ersqfei-firfq 
qt^qr4^f% fqvrmj I qt?aT^ qqiqqr ^q«f: ” [aop 

“ ar^ ¥fTa';-^f?f ig: q;n:ss:5Ji^gf^Is?ff?.^J3; I ^W^rftfqgar- 

qtqtft?: I ^tsaq^TqqsrssTfe^'sqtfttq^-qHTqj^^m^qT q [qo ] I 





[ o \ 


m gr^«?i^cn ^stt “st^rt^ i ajf^c^sRjr^fir sr^yffsT i g?r w!^; 

“4SP3 3Tf s{ sjoirrm^j I 5ir|¥ii^t^f?Tc?3^ i 

I srasgTE: 5T?rf : si^sw 

?f^; I ^ I %^?<ift i aRrs^qsrm aT?jgfg:t^- 

'T^Tm Ig; I aT?j3?Sr xr Ig: ” [ 3-0 ] 1 

“ 3T^g?i !Trt*i3f3 5Mam3;5Tn5>^]|iFrcffa¥riui5*rwP3- 

^wi^i^aits^nsjwr^m tg: ” [3° ] 1 

‘ ‘ 3!5»THT|TTCR 1 jr?i'^¥f3Rsrmm?3Jit?i 3 lglgft=STg?^- 
qrfM ?T^f5n 1 

’g 5!^air ” [ 3o ] 1 

ar^Tgr^ai; a?sTt-“ srnr^TI^ 1 wenFfOTrag WT5!r?r g^;g5?jfT- 

?i3\?ra’)2 aRmifesp af3 ?Ti^w^=!nfe: 1 3 ^ gftng, ^tgC^ 

<ra^?I^ ai^''l I 

sfcqjJjri 2f§rf : ?T55i^ 

5jia^f%clf^f\qg>:q?ii33?{q ’55tqf?i ”[%<>] 1 

“ 3i?r 5i^w§qj Ig: | q xtw gmm: 1 ‘qrs^jgq^qti!’ 

\ ^gfq qT^gqfsi^qH ^sq^qifq 
3 ^fSR^srij; , fq?tqoi;grTfgv% ?f^^rfq Igsif 3 3iq®rr'4?«r IgR- 
fwfa I [ sr° ] 

gqvqgrsJsT 5qsfT — I “f^waisiggajraa'^ggT^^snfei^qjj:! 

I g*q I I 

I f^qfRT air^^r: JTOirS: 

3^«T arsfi^^^gr ^fr^Ttgqtq^r fr g^^rr; siinxJilf???^: 1 ai?i 

a7Hm^3 H3?7r far^sn %li3 (^5ii) gcTn^B ai5?Tf\|;^3tfwi 

vraat ^Tqf ^31 ajt^'iq;: ajg^i^^q: Jiq;ra: 

a|^^fgfsra5rRi%3T\s?5rtTrfH »Tfrmi ffruft^rwii 

fsmifqwl” [ ffo ] 

“ a?g Ig: 1 gif ^wran^q^m pg 1 



qqkrajj,] 


^fr Holier: 


c}z?«rH!!n'Tf^«i;g:??T q45!-??RJ3i;, g 

Ig^wTOi^^ ?% ?ifn ] i 

^if^c^tsqqre ?5g€irr: i ‘ ‘3i?3?«R|:gcgq5^qg- 
tcfi: gg?e^5r sEts^rfesTv^qiTJTig, i sian;^ g^iur^w^ng- 

gfirsfqcq^ graiI55fR : ” [ 3’o ] 

5fT=Eq^^^TI5Jsqf^l[^^VTIEiqTR5qTqT^oi sirj; iffeqT^nq;, ^n. 
qqr^ qi?WFtq?fT?rraq; i 

^ RqWqif^?T%^lT I 

3Fr^?:tqaig^ frRJT ll ? ? ^ II 

TT?;i5raTg[4 fr!?frRg^i sg fqgfq 

ggq sqifqq^., 3 q q qqiiqg^ qsjffi^ 

§1 =^551% gg, ‘ ’ “-^1^ teq:, zi Cisq 

T^^qqf^, q g qqr 5T2 ^Tqi I q^lSfiraiSiB^g^qq Sgq^ ^I?- 

^a^qf^fqf teqqi^ 1 

“qq't^xKl'jif^ 1 qr5qqT^q?qrqf^7^tqjTHqEqtqi>oimvg:i^^q 
q5qqrq\f?:q; t qq't^'q «S'7i=?i><nTfiiqr5Tii=3; i t-qq^g q 
qpq qwrqf ^qq q?fi 1 qgr^^nqf^—qfqfq ” [ q® ] 1 

“ q;i5q\fi[q5^35Bfqqofi% ^qqrqqqiq^qK^qgrfeqftrfqqqf^q” 

“ srSep qqrq qTra'q5iPBjqqqrqrq5TfiT5irqfqfq sqsfqqr q^nr- 
qiwri qqKfqE(;?'qq'ifqqmJnf^.fs5I^cqf5?iqqT q qfqqmsf I qq xT 
q^q sq^qq; | ?t %q qfqq5T?^q Hf%qf%p?'fi%f^ w sqmi- 
qr^qi^ 1 qqi qqr sqgTj qqr qi^q& l st^t?q'i^^ig 1 q®- 
^q qq q?gfq qsprr^tq qq ^q ^qtfqf^ %!;, qqr ^ qfq q^jfq 
fqf^wqsnfq^Fffq^isql:: q^ qq ^q?qrwTt fqqq"if%qq i q gqqqr 
fqrq^BqqsBfqqq^qqq Hf^5q%qTsf^ fqqqif^q^ 1 fq^tcqq^sqt- 
r%qqq> fq^qr^q^B, fqqcqsq^sfqqqq# g ^rf^qqifqfq ” [ q® ] i 







VS^ 


“ I n=pf>t 5^3 aR 5is^ | w^- 

sRjRw^if wf=E*j?srs4i«r?g4i?rgf!d'?: | *T»-ir ^irErjpfg^a'Tf^w 
f3[W'>Tt StcSfaSc^flR ^ 

Ti^rcfifH ¥rt^: I H I g^rt5T?ir«m\c^n^twqxi55?t- 

?i5[r?T?Tr raq?%?Tr g I fjrr%t?q^??T 

f^f^a>a\|g5^tT^f% wr: i i ^^tsci^qiifR^cj^^ciR 

?ra4?:rf|f^sT ^ fyrft^cqRpf^T^rar | q?sT^ I ?r?5?rr 

sunt jjpiira 1 3T?jrq& ?3=e'S?iri?r I 

I fj# =3 mx f3f5isf^^i3&g?mTrai 

-aaa^ Tisg^R^sqEqjij^TJTlg^fcril 

vtxm i Pif^Tir^ vjTHa, 

g ^ra^w^cr^iRrf^aspi^Stf^ ‘ jt g^r^sir ’ ?Rr§:?>T: t 

fR^Rtficq^isficqTfif^ «n'-R^ I 3151 s^RfiTis %{?} ^ 

«3rf3f3rH. ” [ ] I 

Hqri; 

5=^: ^%f^?i5ig:n:n(qranf. 

5IRT: ?l5SK=5I^gT^I^'rlR5TSjr50ir- ' 

’TJEEg;g-=I% iTRiijqg^^fTqjil^lT^q. II ? ?V 

lU^. 11 

■sq^^Kf^ng;, 3Tsi%q5^'T^s^ I ggTi;?:oiiq^-~ 
^feppro^ «jf|rrfgi5i?:«iq^S5qTq5i^5qg5ft i 
T^^;^(Tfq§;T®[sfq5R ?:r: II HMl 

=qT5i ^ I i 

“ 1 5qq5?T^f%}qtn: i q g ” [q«] qqr 

grtil 1% I 5Rq ^qgqli; fq^ai qq^ fq’Ejqtq^ 
ft?rq;nf^: qf^an ^qrapflfqs fais arq^rtRarJ i qrqj 





O ] 




3Tfuj!Tt!% wf«R ^fiSfPTr Ti55t^qtair 55??fRr 3 ??%- 

'^?'nT3STfc%?i st^nm t^?^tK![;^t: (sBH5if^r:)f5ra,^i[fi¥f5!li^- 
5[tf%«T5n5r(% 3Fr??«Rf: (3p<J^?il'0 

3c?; Vfl3?[R^3 RTJT^'iqSlf^cf ^5??f?%RsJ: I 5 ?^ 

gTPTT%'-73??^{|r3I3: , 1(3 3'n3?3^'T3: g:^<'g:3f3^3; ?f3 I 

“ f 35Tq5^iiI5fg¥im: 3?K|T?o?!ft^, 

fjjcq^f: [sro] I 3<if?n^ arfiRlcR^: I I “ S«r^f^3t3^33T 

J??fl3gf^! ” [ 3o j I T5rB35[, I “ a?S3I?5fl T?^HI37? 
3i3?r?3r3r 3Tf q; | 35=33 ?m33 3'f3t?t?%5?3 *{3 335^1?' 
133(3 353 n3T3?3lf3f=Eg'f3?3??¥tI3t3 f3{3331S3351,r?STO?^- 

I[f3 3r5:33. 1 =Tfr3 ???: 33(33; I 3?^ftff3r3” [ 3o ] | 

“ 3''mi3t33? ?ffl?3r3%Tr3; I f% g3T t 3g w=53ts(^ 
=?333.9!fR: ?3T3, 1 3 I ®t5E3t^r3^3 3333l^?3t3 I 33q3(3c3t3:E33 

?3f3333^r3H; ” [530 J I 

( 5I^ggf?3 53T3^ 

m ^ ^5'13: I '3?if.(?(ii^-“ 

^t: f^qwt 

m ?i3 3^'tsil{sBf3??r; vim: 

5T?H«l§fcEPTc5: ^^FcfTS^RT 

jTt ecoqarg?;!: 531553 ^ s^is: ii H 

3T51 I^g'ra?;c3 ^?R;?iT5i3Tr 33 i#5, 5^ <^555755- 
flapilf? 3<ItTP^ I R3 33 H?iFIS77litrt =3, 

q^qgtf^ 7i ^ 3 ;^^ I 3«n1|; — 

5357 ?5J5jff5: ^5irT%4 

«5!35W^ TO5r 55 ^'t; ! 





f Slilo ^ o- 




Vim 51^ 

5PT^ 5^?:r <1^?^ ^£5 ^^I^TT: 11 ? II 

NS 

3T51 3?Tn: 1 -aw^Tg;?:^ ^tn: i 

“ aT%%|?fi rt?^ ii^gcii=!i ?Trq^ i wurv^i^rg^srspsa^fh 

E?;r?<n?fiw^T^!¥J^ g g5?T=P^^'if?i% ” [ uo ] j 

“ I ¥Rtm % ^ S5W l%t'crt?IITt^S?^?tr5R^?TI' 

?n5B=!nf^'Tif%^^^tg5i35[^ I 3?^ g g^s^pi’W'Trn 
7sl§5^OTra^t^?r qm:, q;r4f5T =2t ?r WS'raifaqiJT vrt^: l EBtsqfgift 
?T g lg?Tf gorst^fTfivnEr^^fEri^sr^sT gr fVrii i 
3?=^ g rjcspiqqsiftcgss^qt ^i^t^^Trraftrfir ctm i 

l,£frn ifa ( ^rfqsta^?! wfiifa ^la'^rw^^ i ) 

!T% f%(% ufe gr q5n'^?:gfg ”['?'> 1 1 'wwrn'nt: ?EW^iott: 

^5ihT: I I JT'Ts I a?r =3 3it%- 

5tmrIJ5^ I 33: 3T3^3t I 9toir: Slf33;f33r:, ?Ic3fq g3T£^ f3?l 3 
3?3fs3 1 f3rr®-SiT3 g3 ’53rsS!=?TWI3; I ^^3 34f3Tif3 
v33f3^=TOfif m 3 ?v33^ I 5qsfi3gp3^t55; 3?rsa3;\3!‘. i f 3 t?3; 
33 : 5T^; Rmrsi; 3iqfw't55tsf: i f3?if33ig3 3f=3g?t:i 
^3 ^rflr 515: qi^Tgrqi f3?f : mn g ?fl353; | ’5:?25Eg ?i 51 pt 
f%¥i33 ^2P5i%rl3ig I cPtsqqsErafB^ £1333; JTf3frR:%35g3Tf.?r3Tg, | 
33 1 I ^T3g— 3??7ffe3 fqw ¥r^ 

WVRti m 3 : Sllffff:,33 3(tra33iq,3^3rf5!3I ?T%:, a^fl^ atfeqium 
'g33^, ( 3 : 5^31 aT^f^3iffn533^3 — gs ff »7mr; 

q^mr: 3f53r g^nr: qfw^r: i 3i3 33 : ^Rr^ofr 5!w: 

3tt: gH?i gq tmfe 3ft?r: ¥i3{3 1 i%:g[ 3 ipr 33 ariqtr: 
f333|33: I ‘'33 ^Sigwt 3W3RT3m3 3*13: I §3^1 
^:(at ^3^3130113^3133313131373^ ” [ 3o ] | 

^£J53^5Tn 3T%fi4T£!3T 3313311 
T3n33TT^5i’ ?3rf3: i 



gqTi=^Ji?i: ^R5?t5Jnf^ ft ii ii 

aiTf ;?ri%Tft 5r^ft ^r^^trcRiififft 5ft«?fi^''rwftFi; i 

I I I “ 

fftifm; I ^r^^rr^Rr ^i^srrfi: | I fi- 

fta[??Ttf%f^qotsfr ^|fr?c5Ti%ts^';«T¥iTq^rfg'mm ” [ sro ] i 
“ ?iRR !a=5fR I rJSWasfr I 

fl^rtT ?it5?TR?Rf ^in:i 3T5fie^?Hft\ftiPTs 

?=rTgn[f^^ I li I ^.^ Tf ?rf=5i?;f«’5rrfT ^?ira: i 
w4'5r 5^^c5r fsr^quT^pitT^'iwc-f =g srsprafiifH ^siir^3j»« 

gt x^M, I a^JTtf^TnoiTO^Hmm <7rst ^tp: 1 ^ cpjf. 

I stH^nrq' m?T?T^«r»j?igR3i^^ 
gtrraftrfH I I fstsfrlTr: JtfwsTlsfqr !^®j?g- 

^f’iTSif; I 3 HKTielfsfcr Trrninsr^fiTO^nsT 

%g^sTtfrr'T {^?f|oft|:^ 3 Rr ^T'Rftrfe 3T?T?T\Tn3i??<n^ ?if%rrr i 
?Tar a\iRar?Tat ama at aff:Fav:aigai- 

eaTEa arsnai^^ ?Ta?a aT5?!fmai^ (^” [s’o] 

>‘ a^ssaa HPE3 aT?:^r ar?^a asrr asat a^r 
??r?fR: I 3ia g'a'?a?Tais!a^a a« 3 a ?fa faa%as^ i ^a ^^a- 
=ar55taia=r:afasp=afq ^5Ri3if% nasRii saarlg^^taiajifa \ ^ri; 
^a<caa 3 Riasa ifa gfaar ^KaimaT^ofRyaiR: [ ao ] 

^ rqf-ftt i^q^i Siri^qi: I R ° 1 1 

Tjofr =3 m ^ =a ajormr: 1 fB;ftftT?]^?;iiij?~ 

^ a 55 %iw:a?Ti| =a 1 
fRiffta in%aT^ ^ sirarfft 11 n ^ii 
sraft^ql aar fft^RiT =aTq^w: ft i 

?Taan[RTOf3?i^?n'ftft^RTs^ =3 11 n 

=3 'ag; i 

qfftft =a ft^f q¥^a:fnq?f q^r^: 1 1 ? = ? 1 1 





5S7 0 o — 


:S<i 


=e(1(tQ =^1 ‘ 

gCT: 

‘ ‘ ’— g.T^ ^ ^ I 

“ ^g^?Tr??rTfrt8'-g'7gFq- i sttT t%^ra& ^srli^Tg^ff- 
iglCqf^itir^gaTinia m^qfir^f^rf^Ttlor =3 HSTTcfraEff^^itgisr^^itwr 
?7:rvrr?T.giin =?( Rs^ =ei goifsB^ girr^r^cf:, h l%^q: 

1 fr^i gtn^lrr'T^ ” [ it» ] 1 H 

ilr^fefr ^rr%^ H^P^Rr mmx riTi; *W srti 

fjijfw =g aTVicffT^ I irf ST: IT^I: fSt: ! as- 

-gr^fRr ^ TTf^rf^r ^tcrtRi i “ si^i f^irsc^TrfesTfsRigoi^t^gcJi- 
?ig^?rsj=pT?3"^^r: ” [=^0 ] i 

f^jR\4sTr- “ 3T?nHt% I =ggm% :?!%: i 

»^cf^ 57^sri?j; I I'lR^ir I ^s?r?r: sier: i %ms5^jr srms 
1 vtf^as^tg, :gaTI, I w^svtmoft ] I 

“ sT’fwnnt Ri^rtsir %r?i Rpqqi; i ” 

[ no ] 1 1 frCwffp^ ?nRTsr5i: SfansTT^sRf ??n35r 

g^T ?f>: 3(ftv7r rii?^ ciHr =3§[; sn?ag sft^ Rn% stjptttr, 
^TintTi ^ \ nnt ^ifnr n'gt'n ^'i\ arts^t RrsTftfiT nsai^: sp^fR: 
nRii ^ I 3 =51^: n>g4 H'tn’ fgSrRT: I 

— ‘ ni goif^^ I 3s- 

iTI^S Hg^?T: ?ni=f7^?msH> II ’ ( is-:?a ) ^1% 
ntsr I IJTWRT cjrt’^^ITTRig;-'' aqi'^in^tOT I 

fir^^fr: i ?Rar gtirfiR^ t'^n%p?5t 

c^TTHq; 7?rH5Pt^s^r%% st^ft i 5iri: 

i:eq'4: i noifap^ wg- 5in%2B?3t g goif^ntf^r- 

q;T0I?itt?g:qT%ini'q;R?m^^^^T% || ” 

‘ luting, ^ ’ ^Rt =g ®s?5t H ^TTtll5TJn%-^5q(f 1 f5T:-‘ gsfim 
^11% ?tgr[ ^ ^•5!£tT%f3T^ iRT^Tfs ^rf^^OT- 



? qqk: ] 


?-?rTr 




I'iCT^n: ifTOTFrif^^i^f^^lq- j 

=Er--‘|>TroTqTi'^ar 37 ^^; ^orf^^fr 1 fiisrrgEn^r^ g?r; ’ 
f iTPnqtf^c3r?n^5g^i^=!fi3]“Fn: ^rfiqEiB?ijr- 

5OTaiT^I%^¥I^T% T%3T^ ^Tt, ^ I 

^qraTra7;^r%S'i%'?^ST 1 

JIFIcriq^TT iq^j^qrss? 

“ q;^Tiri% I q;^Dit%5pf%i7f¥Fjrfr feqa 

^ sq trq;: qFqfsq: 1 3i?i 1 sr«miqqr^?5irf- 

ra^5n 37^n%sB7i5?T^i 1 ^ g ^eqiTTtf^spqr^srtTqtfqsR?^ 1 gqf?;^»i: 
q;>i|; T^srcfieq^rg'^T^^uicqTq'^: ” [ao‘j 

‘ ‘ ?rf ^%Rr I qssqwrurfq^qr^f R%cfww?m7inr3T ^^riq t 
ti?t vriq: ” [ ] 1 

?tg;rai 3T«rT-5f<?qij% I 3T^2^g% 'gg^ qsiriTgTj, 1 i 

q;i5!^s Fiq ^TfTiTtT aif^jqsifvi^ raf^e 3 - 5^5 qg ??Tt^ 3T??Tr 
rtrs’^ft ^ 3ir’>r3i{^3Tf%: s(T?T3ToiRf%: g-qf^si frg i ?tr: 

JTtE^^ Sroh^JT f 3T3--q'fR STHfR ^t% ^q: | STST 

fq^SSRH: qtfq^q sBn? i st^r g^: 3!R!Ht | 

“ sf5r q;rs^?!i q^?r qq^q; {%f%^{q ^''i=rf^i ” 

[qo ] I 

‘ 5nofiq?\qT;?f5rf^ ^g?if qr^q^qm:, q^qqi g=tKRoiq®n?i7T: 
jqf^r 5qq5TRq[5g 1 V3% q^.- ^q?nqqqm%cfiq q qqq, R^qrqiOTf 
gorfqfswq: q;flq^ qiq?R n ’ srq ^^q;: ^Rqqsstsng^ci^ ipf^g, 
I 





[^To 




'Jifw^^aWTlT I wgfl^sfcr 1 313 f%f!T?1^: I 

3^3r 1 3?55!ri3?r: =5^55333: ^'55>i^?15f =3 1 ^=953(^331^ 

I 3% ^53^ 3r?«?Rriir5a\33t m 

3^ft5ji^^t'<^'33!CTTq: I f fg^gwFgT); ( ag 
3^fgfgt3tf^r sgsrggr ” [ ^'o ] i 

WAX an — 

T%4tS 33 ^rn5t3 crf?3 'J3lTSF4cf I 
3T^ g:33Sc3'i f3ifrrerrr% 5?8rn^ ii?=<^ii 
j-inf3 3?g5fT ^S'-.35p3?ffSK33fe3r?n^35^5wi^§:q[ i 
^ 3m T^3TaTH^T;;^q i 

T^F5(i^ f^arrn f^^ar fgqqiow ll?RVli 

[ ‘ 3flHf f i 
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trfi^ 3T g qwifr crRftlf^s^TUvrT^i- 

%% ” [ sro ] I 
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qf^RTJTRr ’^rr firferr ^i>'g:?q?qTqT[STrT%q: 1 ?Trt 'q>: 1 
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§' f\ i ?i?i'^15fT5fcr ?Ti%t- 

.'^•f^5r<g!T srSErracr:,HSir:5TtT5:iT?fI5ff%l53qrT3TT?5fl- 

?Tiqifrf: 1 HSII 

-sS 

srqg^cTq- ’qr^qq^flfftflr ^rfqrrji. | s?ri 5 flTKT =€1=3?: 
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nf^qifqcT q4t3iftF5[?;w- 
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R;m gsfi? ^wif^cRsi: ” [ ho ] i 

^ ^’tm if 5 f^g[ li ii 

jfpqcRJH^^sq'far f^f 2 ?crf^E{qf{Hq'Sf 3 PfR 
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4^41^ 4 ^^4, qT44Snfe4'-444 144441^1444, ( ^ ), 441 
^1414 ^^14 45R4:^13?PR 4rlL 44 ’tQOIT 1^4 =4 4?;?qi:- 
i%^r 4514 : ( ), R RitT%q 44 nm ^rij^qr f^iw. i 

%Cl4T3:fq JJStI ^44144^441 I 
314 4 ; 4 || 4 ;if^i 4 i^; 5 Tt 4 ^ 455 ; II ii 
i "" "■ 4. 41. U, 

ra:fepl^5R4: ^ 51 ; ?fl4t^4n'^4: 1 
5RRf 44 4FF4; l| 11 



-V f 

nm^ffi^sT 53^f|5=^oi ?T5?rf^5Tq'qw?;'3i 2 ?^^ 11 ?yd 11 

5f. w?. 1, 
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qftntg qf? artfstq: I q qq aTuifrgji: i a?gfi ?iTWfq 
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‘ f^sT3 p^rt ^siT'^ascfisrH 

gi ?j;graT:’ I ^fg ufh ^*rrf^- 

I H5f fNrr ?T«Tt — [3®] I “ 

sffTPcft: gsif^sifT: \ *r^a[t 3ra{^qt jumf g^rfoT ’j^crfi:' 

^TPi 1 ^^rw^ft! wftn 

ai^ qmi rl«lT^?!l: I ^ ?Tgfift{^t! 3:5Si^i: ^?r^^ott- 

s?ni. I f^RTT: fi?rr3;vjpT cew^^t ar^ sfsgujjit [ ?to ] t 

“ 3r?r ^ir ?i?«r f^rat- 

?f>%T f%f7 ; \ — vi 

( ¥rf|5f^?T-^, n ] I ?<TSII, I 

“ ara aj?s qijRq, ^ ^ ^Rritr 

sprsfiirrRR^ laRpror?!^ ” [ no ] l 

^ 5CTc5Fgt F^PllTR m Wl 

FflF^I, WCOFI^ 1 

fjfFfnnfirf ^^5 Fpssqf 55C^f^: l 

“ !!%% I aT5tr^5En ?iif?r: ^sajoni, \ ^tartsg^f- 

'a^ntaRR#^?3; I el gaResft ?Ri Hi:gRR5rdF\^ 





3gm-' 


Ep?ff%!%5Tf^fsrJTr5i(?rif ^ ct: w ^r^sr-ai^ rRHwr- 

?fgiT3.!aH ^n^fTwr^sir?: 1 fg.-'sr— 

WrT3a[-fTfH I ^OTI^TI^OI | r1i^% ” 

[ iro ] ) 

“ sr^'t^rar'nsTq; I 5yf^mJ<t?n«r®£i!ir *rrf«r?wf 

^tmf g^l: g?5nftfefiEi35'-:5rfTOS%: 

I ^5i ’tWsT^'fr n^: l ‘ 5feT^2>af¥iTrcii: ’ 
^‘i5Tr^ 1 ?:?(r=iTrfirf^ ^?Tf^ f?Hr: ” [ 3-0 ] i 

?l?^T 5rT — 

qfj3'^3Tri^3r5i^T3Tm'iigg;T%f^i%3rrg;?;3g?H l 
^ftarq^arofiT?^ inffg; 11 ?^o n 

•’7^^riqfN3t5^f9T 3?r?i: > ” 

II II 

m"'# 3FqrI^3TRFFT,f^^nf5?m, ifff 5ETrrRJ^ 3TK?lf^§: 

3TT?rtq^, ctqrfl'ii??! sIt «ffi. m^m.- 
F^i^^fiTT ^?sTq;, ^ ¥itT^fn^ i JT %q ;5:'7%5rwrf^5rqTf^^'t 1 
?t5i cfT-gr?! vwfqmrqT^ I 5S- ^ 3rj?T3nfT^;i ^utifT: 

?t?«i ?q5H3f 5rTc[q5!?3[T?i, 1 

qjqi^ JTT51R; qq s?T%iFi- 

?r?q?qFg;?;ira ^^iiscqg^qif^rj^ 

JSI^iaFtl ^tqf^srirCl II 11 
^IFcFjrfJrf^ 1 sr5iM?!rMqf^fF 55 ^ 0713 ; I ?Rr 

' tgr^t^r: I 5q%fq qqrq TO^j^rqr qfqfq^qrqra^fo# 1 

qqr q qq g5qqs6rtil;f qmfqsp 55Pq^ 1 qtqs^fqqj^qtqtqj^farq;- 





[ ^lo V\S- 




^1% isrfcT ^R ?r ^Tf?a?rtfiTe?i^; t q 

wmwtsKT'Rw^rfmra^'tsjiRi^ i Rsji^nlrfr B^rai^^Ww- 
^qsR^'?3TRr^ ” [ ito ] i 

“ ^wq[,l ■RiS^ItFRsp]^ I a?r ‘ 5% ^"i t% sr 

W5£r: ! ’ ^ Fm^s^trg: i ?r ?iRRJirg50jri?nfnT^?i 

f^?rTfi;aF?T^3i[ra:5r?^Ri'T?^r =Ft i srsrrsR^iFBHi^rFJ^^Fg^;# 

f^FliRraF!f?i|groicfr^aTi3; | ^tf^TSf^I^if TT: I Rr xT FRf%aR¥tT- 

sS 

f^r^a' I ^5T TST^lfirfa ” [ S’® ] 

FjjiTis I q^Tftr^fFrfa frn%q;nilr3S3 ( isa. 

^ g*T5RR!f?3t-(8. ^J.<^) gwifqrIR5qrq.-( nH,») 

) =5 I 3T^ a^nRxT: EBtfpanafjR^: 'g?^: g^- 
ilraiRiT®'\?gf^; ^ qRFj^f^qfn fgvrwf^l R'gi % iig 
a g ^wg5qTgg% S5?\5j5l.¥r 

I ai^iki q^r: ^i«r g|:i qtfqia: q;?R; §;% ^nqr^- 

qfg I fgaaR rh jjoirv gm ssfli 

' 'O ^ 


?^5;qfg 5jf;tra i g^q^Rt^ qi^aiRsjR; q^ifir irgr^t 3ig;?p 


% -> 


4' \^ 


" 5r^T'?iqfl^?TT 

qr ii 'e'^ ii 

§?: §fRtgqw?i^ 

?Tr|qiqaT?T?TqT qi%>'g;f?T 

SfiT??;r%q^WTsr: ^g;,(^qwTqiq3R[rfmf^f35ff^^£irt) 

sr^Tqi^ I 

^q?[TqnftaqjrafqT ^Tfq?if 
1^; T% i^^r: ’jqr 

N j| ij 



HcfTcra;] 




pi: mm ?i:j,Di gtJig C}ST10I53J3^ I 

gsn glm =q??T cartel sfoM ii ^ H 

‘ 3Tf^ tfff msfn; spin cf^Err yj^cEr i 

n?r^ g:%5T f55n^f? a'Tffra^ ii’ 

3T5t g^qiqjRkTtw^q 

^ ‘ star^sgii^’ ~.|f^ Hl=sf^raq?Tf5^tBqw^ici?;^^R: I 
^ii^gifsq^cTr'TjiiFfT^qi 3T?fr??;pi^erRi^: i ^fsrr- 
n^TT^q^fiuiiiT 1^ gi-^ 1 

T%% ^1% JTg II ? ^Vl' 

lfrq^#fi?:'7i:f[5rRq^rwrf^; i 

3Rl|q CtSIT qrI^3f?HRT-?l?jn^[nT!q,51Tq*lRiTT5Rfq arg- 
vt^ira jr^iqwifcr i ?[kjt 

2^: itt m ^T?r i 

53rr^ JT^frs^i^ w?r i; ^ \ 
3T5T i;T^tf ^5c^iqqT^cjTra¥ri5?j^q>qiiqsg. l 
“ sTT%q ?:% 1 3T5Eq qqm f?iEnff5?3gq&qHqt55OTfqst?n3rq5- 
rrEnqiqq ?i^t%'-.E[H, E^i'T^TW^mT in%g;^Eiiq^^ 
'iTfiT^rqgqHETvriqi^^q^, | 3q^qmT% sr%- 

^qrafqtq I ?RiTii q?n— ^Tct^% ” [ q® ] i Hq ^rWt- 
qiil ?5iqnEjt?j% Jtqiqrj^m aqiqi{qqi[qiETiq 5qtmqt gT^^\ 
3(qq\vt^gF(^ sqfq sntoiT fjrscrrf^ 

=fje I f^ ?jf3fr: I qq <jqt r% {q%r:J f%?ar- 

?54 ( rqyqrTrfoT: ) r=i; fss^irrwq: f^qqqr.- 3 ^ 5 ^' 

l^q r% -^jar: 1 

“ qqt^qH^fq -aTI^q »iq qq5q;Tqq5T^\?qT%«n5ir|?iJTqi I 
fg:ft'\% g rf^^qfiifqf^cq^qr EPf^^q fsjwrsrr tt;|g: 1 

qj^ongTiqoTJ^rq: p;Cn% ” [ qo ] 1 





[^To Yd- 




“ ^t(^: ?^3'n5q'r|q'feq-w-<T%^3T{oiat. 

fefH q^5? ?i1l5«Tg 1 f?I?:5E^H|g: I T(4#ira ” [ ^° 1 l 

‘' 3-ra ?rf^Rr ®i=5rm>m4i^^grr5n^lg: i ?®[Rg«iii- 

cgfp^rfr: I sr^R^r fiRr ^rcfTTJTrpJRoiqtnfriTrisfiq-- 

3Ti5TRrff^¥i^5R4?=JTtwr5rf?np5q5rr i spsrfrtf^ %?!. i ^WRflR^^R- 
w^'?:?rmRfcrr?r i fr^ fg;^ i 

qt9R5KpR5Tj, riig's^c^Tr Jrf^^qlTlIRRcPetR’Tr I =3t<T5!^- 
i=I?n ^V-«r*5Li ailifSnTT I ?755I.I 5t5iT?9!??I 

• ?wf7?g^"iWRRJr4wr5?TJ7R3^>rf^R;3: [ 3° ] ) 

wm %(T=?l?mTlT?^Tftra ^9.^ Il'^c^ll 

3TgT?5riii'^ q?i,3W?5^n^fr ^^[Tfsmft' 

?pfrR3i5jT(^ ?t?^rin=(qT f^uir, ^ ( ^m?i5[pTf^5pq'?rii=[ ) 

?iEi^R55c[riiiwfq?rr: 

-S 

^T%?:w5rgspi: i 

T%?ra'-5n5» '-Rmf^msq^ir ’i^t: 

5R[T% §?jr^ f?rraiir^STitRTft5?5T: 1 1 ? ^ ^ I! 

^r. ^I. 55. V-^-9o 

^5555rospRq^t- 

g^:, 3T^ r^ I 

W WI- 

3f5( #tl^’Fc?3:5iW^sf?r HTRRsrsr^T^: SIsWETS^'IsWW^ 
^ I JTCrasr ^v^T?iTnTi^ 1 



-V ] ^?rJT 

“ ! 3T?tr€2frc^?fT 

st^-gn^T ^R??i ^w!i§; ?TcOTW?2r«3; i ;mTP!g<ft- 

«rla 7 t?r I 5ft^tcrf???rTRf5T5iJ7oi^55q:ft 1 a{5=«taft ?r§r- 

<jfi55it\sfeq:i#: 1 u5?ji?TSf;Tr?t5isif ^ 3 itTs^ sifn- 

I ‘ aTfgvns?T?rt ncit; ’ i 

— ” [ sfo ] I I 'T'sim^ ^m^5T 

5T^r?5!mftT! fqflfqar: i ^^q^ ^ftct^fcrfama rri 

aa f HI q# ar: i arofs aigqp awr 

hi; I srfaHifT^i; fHHHvqrfiH fq^ga Ir^fi a^a afwq^ 5i5i»jfa 
vKi qqs^qfa ?n% srfqanaar ar^isfaar aar: srfviRi^cEi; fawa- 
faa: aqtffai: giqai^H fqaqRfa aaifa H'Sffa i “ sraifwi- 

fe;Tqf??q3ai^ica?aq^fH : I Epfa^sRgaiq'^gaaiqa'^qra'iafqlqitrqar 
HqqraHH^ i aar — aafa ” [qo] | “%a5a cqai gaai q^^^araiH, i 
Tfi^Hahifafa araa; i qaina: qnitaia, i aqa% sTmaifa i af? 
aai! r| 55 aiqfa'^a: a^i Haaqaafa sBisla^cafqfasaa! i 
^aat a5=q: I aia aqama^au?aiBqiaa\fa: 1 [a<>] i 

“ 3iq ag:qrarafa? ^qnfaai a g qaaa qififa; i ag »?rfqita 
i^3qeaaifq;aa'ar?afaqairaf^ ^a I aa aanasiq qiafrraa^a- 
q^aafaifaTrarg a?q gasaig ” [ qo ] 

“ ^(^Tafirfg a'^featsq: i aa aaiasaaia'^aaiaf arasaa^ , 
g la^ipTiaiarafa fa^qia,! a a vrifaaat aq?: i aa laqa- 
aToreaR\qisatgg?iata#ra fatfaig i aifq ^qqjqaTrtfa^iaiftBJargi 
aqa^ aqaiaaiqiRa^ ^is^qaaT^ ^qqaatara; i aqaiaaia^^faq;- 
^^01 aqa'iaaracqiarfa^rqirai: ’'" [ ao ] | 

T%=n i 





[spio 




rilcT ^^OT ^r^f#^T%fr4: \\\o \\ 

Hi%lT'4R'7ftsK'i( Iffl. 3n'^?|55q f^1%gl 

^ W'm ^%q: I Hi?Ti;T,qq;- 

f^qirc^qqrcIHOTSfS^Wff^qHl^nTI'TlT wq; I 

Tq?}#?r 3ini?gf f^iT: wqi ^ ^ w^v< ii \i 

51^3 ^ni 2qq#S5j 5r 

f^; I 

flariT m T%3T ar^^it^ m a? 1 
ar^n^M ansrraT oifl»i q^Mq; II 11 
[ Ht q?rf?i #q qq^g i 

aT?i7ti5ftqr stqqsmi qtftq qtqrqiJj^ li ] 
qqfq T%fqj(vwq qc^fn^i^qqfq 5pTqls=cR- 

Risq^ l^i^q'. \ ■ssis^'Tiq;— 

T'j^?^nFi5'^q?tiqsq^q ^r i 

i%%T[ ’ETfq^rr ii;w%^i i ? » 1 1 

“ 1 R qq fqqr i qq qfq^qtqrc f^qrssqq^jj f^%sr- 

qf^qfq^^i'fiqq r tpsi fMtq; l qq qfq^cq^^^% q^q 
qt^qqqiqt^^q q fqqfeq f% g ^^qfqf%:qiqfR;?:wfq I qq qq 
q^iqrf?075q;-— ” [ qo ] i “ qT^R^q a^sqqqfq 

qqq^fq fm\ i ^qt fqd qq^q wqsqqq R?q-q: ” 

[ 3 I “ qifqqq n{^5S:qTqK iqqT m^i fqHasftqf^'tKT ” 

[qo ] s <' I fqqqr^q i gqqtsqt^Rqwq- 

fSRTtqqcnSfS'^qqq. I qqr ' qqsfq ^ fw?qT?qqf?gR=^q q^^RR:” 

[^«]l 

“ q^gifl ^nq?T( q^RWr q^giq: R r^q^iqi fq^q: I 

wsgt^rrc^^q ?qqtlf^5qq: | fq%qoT ‘ qq%-’ f^qrf^- 



-^0 filffq: ] 

^fcl ” [ sfo ] I 

^¥i^Jtrs?T5^ ^4cr: !5>g'4^5W5^rrwi?*rtfT ^b^ot 

H I rt^M'cr aq5t>3tR4: I t^?i^ ^11% 

^ ’ ^Rrr^^^RRSJTR I 3-^r^!^;-^:^!!:!^ i ” 

( !To ] I I ?T5Tq; Rf ^3J?ir r^f^^TT *tsr: irsfi^: ?fri%f!r 

¥i»# I Rifirfa -it^^gqqT^fiig 
qqiWTiR 315-gff w i | g5i!:r 

(irsTt qR I “ 3t^ ^- 

?a^qr5iqR qjTqt'cJ^sqftr ” [ ho ] 

jfajT off — 

sfFKfnT^^ csrf # ff ^ ii ?ii 

T,. 

H45f q^sr^^si%j?rqtf^>£r iTTQT^TRf^gH, ^r 

1 3T51 ti^^- 

^ ga^fiF?«Tqr 5 «lf fq'HTsqg I 

qRlS'^qi 5i5fg:ftr: ^iq: 5Bls®fI^\ssiqT {il?Jt II II 

HI. q;t. ®. 

sT^q-^^ qj^oi 5q|F?T ^rsrr— 1 §;?|JTffr qfra?!: ststsestiRk; I' 
55qg\s!q: I “ fq; ^ 

1 qsqmtt fqqi qtfqq^qr^^ sqqftqfqqgqqsHq, qjqHsq- 
qt?Rgqq(%ftfq %q:, q i 3rf?r5iqn%?n5!Kq qqrfHqwrq; i 
?rq|qfq^ fqq^sf^qtqii^^q qmifqgT | qi fqqi qRqfts^sfit?- 
Rmiqm i stq »|qif : — ” [sfo] 

I ^i5BisqTrRi=^qqr^r^ 

HRH ^qjfHqqgg^ST sqiqqR:- “ qtfil?qqift(i^faSHT Hqf 
^felHiiTTqqjR! H^: I ‘ qqirfHVRHS^fef^gr qTqiH55|;^: ’ 









rtl? qT'gsiTci. I ?fts^ f| 'g g3s?n 5!t#5fi55?r 

?sqqTg?5lT?r{iT5«R&WtHrg5?5^T?^^fRt?cR:s?ra: I ^^I- 

ra5W: 1 ^STTfg^qif^: ?T5lf5ift!RTmiMira[ I ^Slt iWsnra^J^SrtST: 
iaq;5!r3RiqWTr2^I<mfH\sW qtssiH l ?!ST! 

T^#>^racJt fqqi^oi =q fra” (fo ^o-i) i 

^oT ^ I 

II II 

5I?3 rqn'^- 

5gqcrFR=^ ?fr!Pf?iwifqra ^ ^T???TqiicR!i 

2aTTSqTSfcfh% II 

“ ^3rr^i% I 3t55?i;a»i3T^tiis^g?i^ qtirr^fgiJi^qiq^rarf^qqfiq 
q^g q^gg^twqwigqfq h cffgoTt ¥pjq% i 
?Rqtn?g?r'5q ?pms%f% sq?q%; i fr^q 

^g^: EirflfH:, aiq q^cq^a^goiTTf^f^f^ 

rrat ^fg: ” [ q° ] I 

” I srfwra qj^gq: ^qgsicranivitqtfgfq ^nq; i 

fT^ I qfqin qqtsf:, ?TmTf^sqfeq-=Ef:goiwq 

si^qfgvrw:, ff g goTffr^^^rfir^Tq: qpqor: Wf^ 
ftqq-: I ^qnw’^rrdqts^i g^raToi^Rt i ^trara- 

” [ ^-o ] i 

^^orq™. 

i^^fviqoT! qRft: I 

1%. q. '8-'3« 

3T5[ q;iijg?;riTqapT ggqs^qr =q f^qofrar 

S!ipiq«fet i 

fgf^^t% I tqqqiq^qqoiqwq??, i “sTi^frq^sTr^St^ f^mq- 
qtrif i srqfoiuraTTiqrfqqi fsqsl: i q^qr 









I ?c%: I 3(|?^^%?|5!|; I qf?gf; 

ra??5m g^: ?^rt {5T5jff^a^en^iftO=«?? 

5Tr5fmr: ” [ ?T%frt?T ] i “ 3r?r i R:f%g?3Tt^^^r 

^ ^f^PffmRi RlSg^^miTcRI ! tr^sT 

st«%5T{%^2Tmjcf;5, ‘ ^^RmT!fi5Ti? gjj^acurfeaS'JT: ’ a^- 

no75*npsj^jr ^ I ‘ str 

HR^armot 5tq?n^ir?5t ?5^(a5gi¥iREi#Tig i t% ?t?i ^g^'i’T- 

” [ sfo ] I 

^fk 3 ^vtsPr^Tuft 'qFq^Tmtq^ %i ?3J^nai*;FI 

31^1?!,, cT^T ¥rir?^^on ^tw i 3?^3;cn[q;- 

•<^R55tSf^ gR?: g^fit gq IT3H ^%at f|3T3TI^ I 
?;i3r^rft<7. {% f^ssrq garf ^ 0 I^^=gT or ii ii 

‘ g:’?? HsiTf^ ?qHTI qJT 5qq?3^l 

gwT 5f II’ 

qtsTiH5i?ifft, >». 

srsrrf^iC’^fTlft fprai ^^tBT ^ ^^qg^rjort: I 1 % 

=g ^{^% sfsj^g ar^Eg# =q sr^JRst i ^ m.3T5I^?(- 

m ?5'7 f.tTSft JiiSf^sCra^, wsg?,!)! |??fq 

JjfilqTlsqq^ I !!F?I— 

nH^ f^cfqj:| ^55W5¥I?l5r ifsaig: I 
5CT5tt^ gw JT =^ If =5lF(<m I 

“ arsiqfw I crfqfg i ar^^rTJregg^^r i arcg^g^JjpT' 

^nitsf^ ^ifq JfPi^'tsqfg: Rija^ 5 ^ gr^i^fg ngr ^ 33 : 501 : 1 

” [Sfo ] I 

Jil5^ ?rsf>«RRafg:i^?g«i?Tnfgftg^^qfqgt%g5^Tgi 





[^PIo 


f% ?ffq^5T nf afrrgrraf 5ifl'^^5Ta ! ?TSTrs^2}?t?fi5»f a* 

si^H¥tE5tr5sir:^r& i t-rwrs^f^Jilxis^sgr, i a^rf wf^- 

^qiagi^'na?JRiiwi5r’5ga^'TTag?T?Tsfq; nOT: i asTr—Tijffji^f^ i 

( ) 

‘ * ? rat *1 siTOfoi^?^ i^a\q37iaaalq- 

qTajn?TJ=i^ 1 ai=EaTitiffa«ttf^i g a sErf^^gqqfTr: ” [ st° ] 1 

^p-IT ?T^fW II I! 

^ sjfiqirT ^ 1 

ct^iTR- 

qjTTc( q^3TfJfqm:aiq;, ;g- WOaqffgsifTgi^lHcen^ oj^nTJcf: | 
g^jqq;— 

^’4 sficiqi^ gItET qr: I 

f3^ HtmsrqqT! II II 

“ q^sof^ I qm %aiqt%iiT a'«rT ^alqi^^qq: i aqt =a Isaifq 
qiaf ^alqm mi spar faalgaar a^^g ^aa'i- 

tn^a aats^aar %5iBt«^a ?t strata i nqaatfaafa a^gat 
EJH^fatgEaraj 3'5[Tf?tn«,— ^^I%” [qo] qsittxq^qsfitiiamT faa;- 
?frr55¥rfs5p!at naurt i ^pfsisa: i “ s?a ?^r g^^q■- 

fdan^gfir: ^piftratfii^Elg^aqt slia af^qflaalaa- 
migaig satatais??!,!?; ” [ =ao ] i 

3r?q^?ai5|?rit%?:Ta^?q^qf?li;qt5i^5'^qq,| ' iffET 

l[?a fgjiigvq: ’ saia Eftarq^taia i sia spTwawqiEaTtq- 

a?rraTEg?:^fEa!nvq: srrrafesEi?:^ (srat'a-Roi^a^^) aaEspralg- 
aifarrliaifagral sfa agr ?aT«rq^^q3?qa ^pr^oi^q fa^q;- 
qqE^sREKEqfjtsicqa a'^aTa^i saiglfafi'qiiaTqt at^iaia;, i aat 
( qifa^E^a ifan|?f ,%a amf^a i ^aa ^rsaat aif^a 
?mf?aR3a?nq[jiR^TqT, ^isp^qa qifa^?q?a 

ngaaqKwi^gl^^'qTlsaaaqi^q a i spaf qq^a^a qEq>m 



— Y S 1 


■3§w: 


?r3.MtJT q5T?5tst 5S5W 

1 * fggs=5jT% !!Tf^ fs?tf fs*rci^f% «Tt 

H^T ’T? JTT ltOT^f??^ini4f^: 1 31^ 

4iffiT^i5Wi=3:, ft 3iig ii ” sifa 

af»-sTEf ?m Jira wmfir^ ” f ^“ ] ' 

m T|sffe: I) }|^^ 

rr^rqr ■•!?f?Tfif?r7frfira?5TW'in?i5f RpJir 


^qsj^Jtr m pet, n;5r, ett) 

3TE{?5£(iT{q[;, m n;spT^?3TfciT?I5cWlEii I 
fT5r ?T^5:r^fR:€?frM2ir — 

Ef7fl#?:¥r5rT5Tq[ft-^[;Ti:?T?:^^^ffr5n^ Wr,rrTio^! 

=Etf^?ri(i ES55:^:?!i^EB5rs5ERc^55?iqs?E(ET r 1 1 ? 'S 1 1 

“^i % ^t. sjv 

T%fq^TSI ^IlftSfTfET Efq^T^ ^w. \ J f. ?. 


3l?tc355q^^ sffei^'W.rTT HctT 11 II { qi. 

?q^.Tg q^r^lEtEt: 1^-,^.^ 
g ^KITfqq ■3q?TlEq^ I 5q77_fg:tr7^‘''’53S''^^^^' 

^'t qE5? fiw ^T fii:3Pr^^^T3TO'qq;^^l^ SsI'^v-^k 

Et'^’-JiTTf fg-araTfjfi qftpf-qF^ n 

> ^ >SI 

‘ fT Itt^qq srtH q qqt JJfrrf^iqaqt^I. 11 , 

H^qrqt qR<q^tfli fqqt^qfq ’^Vi 

3r5tI3qwt =q'Fq>qFtq^ 1 te^TlSf EiqREfjl^q:^ 


0??1% EfI ^q^EEfTrX I 

‘ g^IEEit?T ^fiat: I gifei 5a: ^fefg:qq1[ qqis-^jfq;^:!;- 
q?HtqqgTqqfq&55q5q5qiq;tatq55fRtair ^^55^ qq qwfq;!?: I 

a!?mE?qi;s’--q5;iT?: i Era ^qt afa; i qwT^nq^^q sqaf^xr^. 
Eaqvnqt^ 1 aa ^mx f^alat g i ^ ^ 

raafa qsptrqggq 5!s?qfa— %5fw i ^q^qal raqqqj 
qiT. a. <; 





[^To HV' 


m I ^ ?T% q?^jEr?r^s3^sr33; i tlsfi^- 

I 'p'^r ^iHJ^&gmftW5!frwtnt ^sr sn'e^sTfns m 

#(tf%f«[t I 1^3^ I 3ii:T%¥rT% ^^qa: HttS'EiRqitf^ t 

3i^s5% I sqaff^Kra; fEtq*i?r: q?Tq^qTfg;»?q!- 

1 5!sgBirwra^q 3rqt5!fnfrt?i^*r 

qijiffiT fga^Rt ” [ qo ] “a;3qT#ri^l qffqft^gr%a3^, I ^ 
?nHW i I 33^ HERsqgra: 1 53?qffs?53Wtq5qqrri^- 

qf% I I ^snqqqr I srtmt 

^r^irgBq^qTfqqqi i ]^^sfWi3(n^T% stfqsra ^ct ^q: i ( cfq 
aqqi fj^jfaqsTr ) sp^fn% i Tri^EBts^ sF^qTfe’arn'qEETqt i 
g?sptf>tv.q^^!T 3;r;mf ^jnMr q; ^wft Brntri ^ q'^'hiqr 
qgd rfEqesrasgt |cqsft ” [ ^'o ] | 

“ srg^rgiTT^sw^qi; ^qqftKfffr: i %r\?Tr mr—^ 

l%?qcfti^ ” [ st« ] I q^gfrs=^?q<njrq?33^ i 

s-qqrr ^ =5 tnt^TOTfT^af-q s*rqf^!iT^ qfiqt- 

?ftjfn ar^E^r qm-'* ?7ftfK5ai^ i frffrcsrqiqn^^ qqqaftaiqgsrq- 
i*rn^i (nr^rr sfg:) 

sr^r f^q gqqgqw: I ^TRiq fgqg«5T^tffrfq ^qap33; ” [ 3-0 ] i 
“ 5Rg(5!^r^ I qsqqqt: 5T5gr4;prr«Tq^^q w- 

^rq^qqqrq^^^r 5?R?fgf?fq it?r , ssgfe qr^qfi^qeqrfi;” 

3nTrefTf^fa[?rr5i«r^:TOq?: aTSsfmrtg- 

pirmf H i ^• 

^55Tqt ?iT^ i 

TraKTPatcK^staf rasi ^ si^tt ffit i! li 



~.\Y 1 






^n#ci;rai sn^q:, 5T^iw*t ^ q-^i: 

1%^1^*- I 5fT— 

3iST¥tT^T^T; 

MTfn52iN%H^ ' 

qT?%Tfn;Tqfe?;wT55i%f^^ 

STirfl ?TWTqT01*- te?r ^ sqi#rT II 0 II 

?sqq;n, ^cirsqi #,q^'% =q^5?i^ts^ art TT%?tqii 

s{^m^ I ^55f qqT555{o55iftiw ?5qci5qft5f| i^iTsrq?- 

I ar^it fl; ^^qqK^ ^^^n%,?fqrc5i5^q arspfsq- 
^5} gr^qriqisqnrq^ 1 ^ q5?:j?B;ai^p^rarar 3qi^l^T 

irT%^; I %q^ra5TT 3 a^rert^rr 

Hq=q^ 1 5ig:Tf,JT ^151^ 

Ep^fTs^^irfti 1 irt^qf^-. 

JT =qr?!J qvcijg?^ fc4s'^=qR I 

tr^ai 5?t5^T^f K^rtfq qr^s^^q^ i w — 

“ 3^i^3qF-cm% I In^T^qRssRtuT =5(^w ^q^qf^f^qTTq 
qr5-qiq^i^5JTP'PTr5irfqET?qq5iwqT?rr qqfqOTgmgir 5 aTfq>?q s 
g I ^'iqrrm^^EqTg, i ^^rfT>nJi,~3n=^ [^° ] • 

trirfji^ ^WEqsfqOtq^iqr ^a^st^R^i ^TTnqgt^qm^ 
qrWHrq; ( ?To ^>^0 ) | 

“ 3Tt% gfilf ?fOT?r<5^, qsw ?T5r ?feqr?irg, 1 TRq;f%3fiEq^ 
^fif^ fqq^q; ) ^l ^qf ^^sptfEqrsfiroq^i^iqrac I qpnt- 

ESfR: I garai f^^rqtp^i afoig^iE^fsq^Sr 1 ^Eq^mi »TfMi5!F 
qra. I fq*qreEei?5^fq 1 qfjEqrq^ 1 ^r gqqfafj^g ”[ao ]3 
‘ ‘ arq fqi^g^rRqi woifafa a^oiaqs^q ^g^rpqiiqf 
»5rrf?aqR(5ar:T sat 1 q^jpats'^qq a ^qrap^tor qa^ST'cfq^tq 
qiaft fi g ^rfsaaqqejqtft qq^qOTgqtsngqtsq^aTq; i aq ^"j- 
^sfRqi: 1 q|qwfq qqr— ” [ ^° ] 1 









o “ s!nTs=^{t5st§! =^1% ^=5i?Fri?gfgr^: i 

I 5S3mTftli^!7S?fTlWtfe: t%?ai^q55T%H: 1 W fH SBK?; 

?r: I ^Pfl ?ftu: Tlf&isr I ^T?r 

H f%’?«rt {%?f|oT5a; ( jqr'T%if?ftrf^g' 5!>fei4 ^'ifi^ 

um^ ^ n5T qrof?: I 

STITTilsr I 55fn% I =g'T5n 

^^Rtmt ^ n;g wtsstR ^T’F^r rft?^ i 

“ 3Tg ^srvTTpflwfiif^f^ Ft^^st s^FikTiFct ^^iqsFrr i sB^ir- 

^gr5!^f?r crm^f^sumr^rlr ^r I rWif5752rr'mfegf$^r | 

^natfcrJiTot srra m-. t =s[cHrms'^ q?fiT7=fTi'rf^'>»im5T sraniq^i 
I 5?5!T?f %cnqini5?q';iwtn i 

I ?i^^r55r?ri?rfira^¥if^sr stsrat sisa^^nq- 
'g ^Ti^: I fqg^n ^^5fqw®fr 

I 5T "g fjclfflf fstEP f% g ^fqn- 

q?Ti55rsr?i5§Rlnli 1 '^aTfWr 'i5?T|;f?fi*rr i 

?rgqf ^qr qrqf?HJp=gT^q|g?f^^r g ?TJTi¥nfe: i =q^ii3fq^ fr^t- 
£[f%g^r*a£RftH; | ^rr =q sqlB%t% ?n^q'q^ra: i srg 

56^q;tS3g5?5?rr^ ^pKTHSEtfcffn I srfq 

^’^f%5qTf?rgf *r 1 ^qsqferl sB^^sRRgrtqr sinqi 

I q;«HT^q sETmsRgfiira qj^’-acicJi^q- 

T^q^freqr^?!^ >Tcr ^rrqfit^'i iirt%;, sr g i $^3: irnqi?^- 

3T^r5r553q3\f7MI^3T ) *II =g ?7¥|3fH I 33 {ffFl- 

f|3EB^f^arr^5R53?t3 5??333r3TR33 I 3f^3mq f^^orfirgJT- 
I =g?^q% EESf 31^^wr3t3; W33 §3 

3 I % 55^f^33!35E3 ^!(3R<n?ra^ HSn^RT- 

3m!t I 33t g:?5TOtqfei| ^i %3^, eb^ts- 

sgqsqftsRgqwiqi qvn^f^ jRnf3: I 3 3^53 ^?|3?3 



g^5'^tr=siR q^i <T?'n ?afrf^ | gss3?f%n?fiq^Rrq^^i 

^rgtafi'rqi^ 5^qq5Htri^'Tq3 i 

^fir mih: I =q— ” [ 5 t° ] ” i 

^i^w«f.cr?R^-5:wTST^'7Tfir-5rR:i^“^^T i 

Ti5i?Tr =q 5j5iTOf^.cr-^57-c|?T 'BRi 1 1 ? ? 1 1 

t. Or. M. n® 

5[B^!frgBirt?iOi55Tf5sf qr^i^Ein^ i 

* ‘ B^TTflFT I qqctqor^rjj, 1 ?«T ?r5'i tt^tOt i spissifi l 
<?r5fqT5iT Tr’T: q5\^t q'l q^rt Bt I srOiqra'i qflOTtJfr iftRW: 
7T5T57I 57?t RT I Ji^HT 5r0r?rasT qiOf qaErfa i fe'^ijTT J 
arOr^aH aiaa saw Oki!?t i asr^r ’’ [^'>3 • 

“ a?T qsrfq «Tfr=prg5?wf^frf^?Tw^?«n4 552 q^^qTrqfairra, 

aarrfq qs^’jaiqsrafsrOii'^rrqtg^wfa^iJJ^qicq^i 

qfispiq^T, q¥tq;?=s( g =qrecrts0i5fr% ri^qs^at 1 
aqrsfaqrqa l:qtTttqi«r: 1 a?ga?g 

Orqff ^f%uft% 00 r Orsfra^ ^rrOfr 1 sr^g wi a^rr 1 aarOr 

aasp a iaaig: 1 r% g aaaa^a: 1 ^q?n 

a sagaiKtgjrr^sBaa^aa gasra^ ” [ ao ] 1 %qiJ!T^ 1ET% i ff 

‘ 5i5a[!5-a?a55irar arw vnfea- 1 ?ira;?t at ’ ( *^. 

5 1 ) nsptqif crfawa a aa 1 waar 3!c!fi?ai#aaER^ 

<afn^r5; ( 'j. ) 1 

=?? ?f| -^TNaTmraKf^srq; || ^'<? ii 
gpfrafJir ar 3TB^FT'araa;5r BHtadsf^ OrB«fifr,a m gjrt- 
qaarq^q, a %a5rRTq BT^^asq;, af^a5;?a aT 
aiqqjqOa, m af^^, b ftjgqTBTaw f^^fta; 
BSfR: I Bg^ita Ba?R%IT^F{Ta I 3gii;?aTq; — 

afliT 3:3T0IJ|1^BB ar fap:B55=^I®Tt I 
ar aBi ^^BarofTan B^mCr b fw i?<;R 





ifTo 'w- 


[ wnd ?rijf?nTin ?fafi ^i i 

?l«rt f% f%m!!!I rrt3f f cJ: II ] 

3T^ ^55 f^'?'TO!?J}T^!R?Hg[T5§5I’dT^J T%ff^'T ?^T1T- 

Wfe: # 3T5v:j;|,5R:gcI??l 5^ 

51^; ^qfra?gcfs5^eT : i 

“ 1 ^TTVjqsnjriOIHTlt I ^"n: nf5i^^.ft=at I 

5f5i sjrErt%4fk: I ^TTsss^Rmr^^i ^niit^rsfq- fg^rat- 

s*Tgffar%:, ?r af^a^qr^JTfsir’?^ ^fr 

’7lfS’:srf%»?T5?:qi flrfw: ^rq^: I ^^^si=qq5ftoi Hq5?5|gi- 

^qi?!:, 1 ” [ ^° ] • 

‘ ‘ atct fq; f%sfq^otiTf5^?is!R^gcig^qfqql>T5irnafH 

?iTimif%;: , Op gtssvRjTFgaT^st^^ 5ipq{qttq?T 
!iraq%^sregrTa5t^0r i q;q?^^o[t a?gam?gswq^q5^r»TrgfT?- 

?rq\5fiTq?^^Tci:,, ?qrsT^jq?0w«2rr^ i sw 3:=qt; iHsp?.- i ” [ sro ] 

qsiT sn— 

SJ^TSft T^^§:i^qf^l'iiTO^ ?Trf; 11 II 

3T5f # ^“^^cRqn^q^T 

?rr^ q^fi^TTrRq:. , ^ '3T‘^?iEre[FTni, 3^%- 

1^ 5[t qqF?( ^?|qTdq5RrTfi^ . 

^t^lT-. «?npili^!¥[Wr %wi^, 3T8151T 1^ 

iilW^F?fT^JW?qiqTl#T ^TITWT^:, STr^lf^Efri; 

^qcp?;; i 

?JlTq%qqRf3(5T«:i5?TI5l?fR:, ncS?r?;^?{ THJSRTri; 
^?iq: I y^rasr 5rr%- 

1 

‘ mwn ^(fmtf^ suTci^et g;ragf^: ii ’ 

I?q5i 5>?Eicf?iT srqTFWRT f 









1 ^ ^sJT 5ri% ?R??T 


W4SB?IT 1 


‘' ^f«ft ^TSIt I srsjvtflf 1 53t^ i;TtT 

^a5ciVirf««rw[T5cr’!n^^J3[,i 

^^fir5Fl:?rt«T^5rr^5i2riftR: i f^wt 

^qtJig'5iT|'T^ I arsT sii;??- 

srf cjc^sjTf rj5% ge^^nfirat | fi m at^moril: 

=3?^f^?5t^i!rjifci;g fSr5ira^^tT^r5tsf=iiraB)iEwt«\f%:: I 
%4^g''n?m?HT^r^«^?*rra'5ega?tHT5r?g?rTO^f3 ?%: I i=*fR^«n?- 
^ngnr.i 34^^?*ra??Jrram??cil^cRfnsr?fT5t??Hfj!!i?3?r ‘?ftvtii^ 

iigrtg^^ ¥ra^ i cit^r 

snttrs^sTT^Krf^qtnqt^gqjTRnfSraT^T^^ g Htg^T i g?'«i?T^cRi 
?ra^^¥ff^rg, i Jrrfq stfaf^tr i Tfioi5^5fr:«T5<Tq%f?r?r sr 
JtfcT Wlf^T gr ” [ Sfo ] 1 

“ '<iTTH?Rm%: I {%ifwT':^lW?n5t^'ri I I WTRUtW- 

I I iRTtgiri ^ 

I 3QqwMT% I ^t^i^55®rr^5n-'^rg,i 5 ^?%- 

%!% I 3^lf^r^5?!rT?r5T?i%55i^; | i^rflf I ?cIT!5Jn*ff'5jr{g& 
I JTi'aFgfr I ^HTrgr^sifg^iflR | i?ci% \ ?tffr- 

arara J 1 

‘ E(^f^ m 1 ’ 

5c3q5n‘7^?5rw%;33'3i( ^ 5 
=^T«[^?5^r JT l 

‘ ^.T^^rra^cTf 1 ’ 


I5fji gfRTr^f^qtrf {^5E21 t%, q^qq^fragrE- 

??IT%l=r(?qi'^¥rqTqL I 

^qi^fjr ¥i5f§ ^71 fijsTJiTSf ff5ifr#?:i5lT%g«T%?:3qT^^wn‘:it’ 





[ \y-" 




3TFf^ ^fp¥m 

EiPO^ , iT 3 qT5Sg^S5ftc5qTHqT: I ^tgtf. 

5n-5?3F?2f ^qsjrzfr^^jzc^i? afiraq%: i qqrr^^^rfq 

“ ‘ qcT ?r?qq qqq?: qfigi^gr^-^cT: ’ ^sqqiq^q. 

■(Tt'^iqgq'JiJi. I ?i{% aara: i 

^q^oi -fq-qr ^.qcfe qffT ?lt^cIT Stiqq^fH 1 ^ S^iqq^^q qfg;. 
^^3?5[ I |?|TmRirpt ^^^ ?Tf^ f^Tiq? ^1% 

?q*)Tqr?r i '^r ^Tur^m^ i ‘ 

I ’ ^^q^Tfwg-^gqtftqi sirq^s^j; i aftt qq^nq^^B- 

^qtfefqspTtmf^fqtq, I ^ g ^q% i ' qt^riqsi eft 

iqqnnq q5;iq^t^%f^?iTiqig?q(iqqqqi! i ’ ?5qq 

qfitf 55H, I rra'TOVtgtJt I ^mi qt^spq^, 1 q?lta|q?tl- 

^n'qqqrfq ^qf% l qTtsg^?^!?!^ I q^qssf ^qq5qTvqq5cimTq?qqfqV 

JT HqiTT^rvq^qjTifi% I rrgjpj^^rtfq qqq;5frgf55 ?jg[i|5^ 

irrar qRtf5!J3^ , qfqpBr qraf^ ^ttRi qqr?qqigf^55q, i q«tt- 

I f% H q^q qqifqg^^s q^qq g?r 

^ ^ ■« 

qqt^qsqqqqt: l srq g tqv^^qqt^ qt'qq; ^Ttq^tq^qi5q;a?qq 

q^fiqq ^q^*! ^n fq'g;qwr?qTq^^q g^q^. 

qif^^ qfgq%f?fg 1 g ggsqqt sqt^gg — fqq\q%S^qfg~ 

{qfq: qrq^, qfqqft rRW^^'iq: 1 qg^=^ vrqfg — qsfwqtfk- 

g^q- qi^ Hqqqi%)i q gmf qwiHTqqsq fqqffg qrqqiqlr gf^( 

q fqsftqg i h^t =q g^rqq;?^ qtqfqqs^qrTt'g^qq sqq^: i 

qqqpqqifq *ITqq5q^qq5g?q qftqrq^nqi?; ” [ q« ] I 

«IT^T?35Tt%r% I " 3tR?^??5=q?i??g?gTTi5qt5q ql^l iSg w^- 

?rf|qti??q ” ^?qra qi^^q^j. \ “ qqf^TqiP^ qs^qq^ 

qmqjT^ qj^g% mm q^qqt. ” [ ^^ ] I 







arf^ na[ Cf^ ??ri^'-3¥H=«q ST^^TKlWf KT 55{55f?.Tf 

eqwTT^^: msmw tw>r. I — 

?qgi^f^Tai%^r?^qfitr5I^|^M^#OT5qT f^5f^RRJ=?q; I 
f%2THr%J^5fi3Tq3?5fiq?TR5rgF<7q;Rl11^^^ ll^-iVii 

aT5f qssq^igqfq^ l 

sqqf^sjm ??fl5’:qq?: I ’’ 

[ uo ] I 1'^ ?iif ^^rr^rsq^qq? qsm q€i«3;f 

^qeggRfr: mur tier q?q fiR^iT fir^ciWt EEmqsr 

firq; arq'r q?q rrFg?q imiiv- 

?7T^Koi sr^r sivj^wgqrqfeq?! Hfj;” [^0 ] I 

‘ ‘ sttT JtE^sp ^qqjrgqrm qfqqi I qis^rqf^f cflfH Siqi- 

qT?: 1 qqr — ‘ q;^q55i!is5’-q;rai^’sqiis?qqi ’ 

^5qT?iqgqnqrq;iqKri: I ” [ 3° ] 

>f3mh%q: II *a^ II 

R^.?r qqiq?qf%qT?i^jsir =q o^^- 
RS^5r^^rR l^ifqiF: q^r ;^SR^r | qe^RFcff'q 3 fT j^rq^sTT 

^rqi|3,^3TRR?(tTl^SW?F[TWT^ 1 5ff?fqT%T: 
l^'cji^q’Ts^f;!?:!: I 

^tr: 3?fqq q5Tsqs^*iTSfif^??tg^ 

"5^^, m\ SER^ tTqQ'qT^lRiqtr o^^- 

¥aiR(rof€(q5q^^cSiq5f 5R5R[: | I cRtJq 

^rS5f,R;T ^ ^3^.fRT sqaiw 

I 5is?T 3f{^^3[?TWw: q^cfqft^i^qjE =qw- 

%tTqTRi5n3T%5qirq?(qT ?fKiT ^--^tgqjTafFcT?:'- 





L'+io >^1^-. 


553 ^ 1 : 1 3T^^5{ g ^55 lT%^5?q; '3^^2?f?n 

frf^^\5a5t 1 ^ 5rT=?:?jT5fT?;F[o^ 1 

qrScSfRT <5r cf?^fR 1??^: 3?==^- 

5IH5flP^Tq^t54t, f%T5ta¥^TS^^(T?^f^- 

qfqt¥[Icni'i?J(^lT3;mr stm^^T^Tfnci q?:?qT5qT%^=st 

“ I rt^JTr^gjTTfir^JTrfspciqr w^l^sBq^srfhqisraqi 

=qqf?q?55qi^ fqjfjfit^isq ?qq;?: qj^Tcl: I qq5T?t?fl>tii g ^ “nq^fi 
^Tq;g?3^l ^^Rt?R??i5qni_ i 

“ qfaqrf^ar: ^s^qcifnqnricqsf fqfq^r 3?5ffT?r: i 

fq^vjrffinr^qi ^t5q^l?fTfgqiq|g;q?q g^qf^sfq qt 

afqfqqq: q?5Efaj^?35^^ qifsr^^ q5f^S5^tqq\f?fq 
;3r^37q qmq ^iq’jutrcffi^t'ni ^is^pqfvfSTJratqtqq^xnqrasqqEq 
fq^t^astqrt: ifqfwTTifcl^WtqR I 3?t«r qts^sfR: qjo^^issTjft^w 
R ?qq!^T'-q^ I sqs^Rqqsqfg 

^^PTgfqqtfq^q I qsTT 

^IR! tR^qRq^q^ =^¥iq¥Hqt^TqT3rqqtfq5#q\^qt5!;iT?friqTS'4 
qis^l3q;iqf'?i?5=qRTO’3;?i^'is''-g^qt®i;Rt^qgf>rH qi ^siqt: 
n;q rtfl ^q^^qqT^qji^jRgiqgSf^qtqfliqisfT^a^ciiq qfsciT ?f 
%q;, cmmfqs^Rq aqseqqt afqvrRaig^ | 3 t?t q^rfsra 

R Fij q fa^rr’T , qarr qscqqTqwrqsqqEqfg^i 

qq RlT!?rfqa«qT l {q%2^qi?T??T?nq«qq?qt^TqifI, 

?[w^|i?TDTm'qq5iif^>cpTqqgsi qq qi[?qT satq; i 

“ frrqK^^roif ^'larr ai=5rw?fiTi|?jRH Op *t R?5%q, 5Tr^r?q?ga 
Oiais'^qf^^iTJ I giras^viqfqFiqf: 5Pi;c% grtf- ” [ ao 

^ T^RJiT^qn'^^K u ii 

^Kit il. 3T35(iR^Ji ^1% ' 



^rgare^iqi: ] ?5 Tit 

55WF ^ nfefei^Scfr srggwt sif^^^sEfii^f ^ 

?r I 

'< q;»7tw'% 1 ?i«rr 3tg!7ra^^fira5^«n 

I ^ ^ srart'^JT srf^f^fk^ratger^^sn^fssfois^i.’in 

5TrfiTR:^^f!% I I ” [ !T“ ] l 

5B5R'JrT?T?;!C^'— • 

=qspt =?I^Rqi;f% g;fef^ “^r gCR:j^'F^'^'^’^51T!TfR 
3T$ rt535FTTS«ST:^T{fq 5Rii: f^RW f.^?;: 1 
T,fj angqf.^!^ R^^Tfifq 

RtS5f?iT5^?i?5^T=i[: II ?<imi 
3T5r qitq;45n%f^^!q ficn, r 

3^T^f^lWTT%f ^SIT 5iT^l%f^f£r: I 

ROT I 

qfq R#5Tgri^ R II 11 

qf<R?;'qwt=q^:^ 3:in;cfnqsiq5R'q H *• 
srsF f^s=?W5i[ ^ f^i^fq 'qi^ q?ftq^ 
ggi^l^figJiiRfq Iq5??^q; i 

3Tf05Tc^$?Tr ’ifnWTJfioa q;?;q;f^5 triq^ I 
?F5^'SqT: aj'q EROjTTisiq: 11 II 

%ii^ 'Rq^iiTs^qq:: '^fEfi^iT lf% q^qt^- 

qraiS5{ Jrfgf^sffdsr |;f^fiRTq:: 1 
“ q?r srw^qRTqi qsrr — xf^rfa (rrf^^Bfqfir ^q5iq% 
?j5^sj=iinqjj>) 5fl%n5^-' ?55?q r ^sqqtf^fn RqR: i ^q- 

=g5E^t5!q;qr% =q5st fq'^:, 

?ftr^.‘, ^qg’qq; qqeq'^qqiqiqqrq; f^q:, q^qqiq: 







?rRf^ ^m:, ^sr?T?i ■^4v:j¥fm f^?;. 

Irt ^?:rinr ?iij^:, ^^rrlcTifa ^rarr^^ff^ ” [ :?o ] j *' =g%u3g:cfki 
sHRui sfmfqji^ ^fFi?33ra-rg?i^ f^sri't 
3T i3tf?ra?:rarf^^ efsrr srf^t^ ifft-^^^-Tt^: 1 mssr 
tr^ I ” [ sro ] 

3?!!ir — '‘ ? ^foT 4?: 

I 3?f5{i?!fl;gr5r5^ 1 Tj3T3T^=ERiT'^si3i;r?: 1 

ww(7< 3T^f5W 53r^3iS:cF irhsi^t vtotf^rsl: 1 sira 

3fn^?I ?fg: I 1 ^^f|3ftfoi^335)3i I at^sn^TW 

5!5H=gt?T?I, I 3T%fTW5ft3TTriR3fl??j; ?m =^ Tf^^tTOT- 
I qHe^'n 3T?Tq3i I ijqojHt ^ l i 

^s?f 'Tf^moi ?|r fr?T ^ms^priroTSfjpsr 1 H3T)sra'R: 

f?t: cf? 3^?|3jf3T?i?ritf^ w(3r: 1 ( 1 ) 

^rguwHTWsftr 1 ^is^Tw^Rmu^fT 

'EtfRssrf^srr?!, 1 2iis^Rr iTr3:fR?rf53r«T^ stis'^rwft'fsJiT^:’' [s'®] ( 

3TSH— “ sifrosm I ^frf^rsRV^JTmsg^^E^r ep?3t{%- 

1 1 I ^551 Ti:fC^3r3[5rl^^fi: Efiinsi 

^ I f%??Tg?tRr 5i?i%55Rr grr 1 irr spifsp^HSTr: 5?i^- 

5E'^ m I tr^t%s;R3(TT^ fr^SsqpT: I 
^^3TTfH 375n%^mfg^3T^g«?iq5? ) wrq, \ arrays ^os- 
tR^T 33ffl5T5Tr?I17ir I S'xtifR^^'-TRRflr 1 3?r 

rt^T '1^31. 1 | 3T?T ‘ 333^31?: ’ Sfm^^- 

§3Err: stfItEpw ?f?i g[ffi;(5^in5ac ^«r: ” [ =%» 1 

?TFt^j?r qr^3jqcR;?T ^Et: i m^-— 

:g;^iTIRq5( Hfi^; SlT^Tq^Rtsr e?r»TT*. I 
^c[r i^oTzt^sfq 3i??rr:a[?li% ll ? <i *^11 

5(1 ?(Tg?fr 



1 g ^^qtsPT Ch^?' 

^ ^ 5qT¥R^;^: 1 cWoiT?T|?qJ^~-“ 

' ^on%ftq gwrn'Jf: ^ajs’.^ q?:4 ’ 

‘ qf| =EWTT^ ’ 

3T4 q?iTO?fr?rR3g^i5fiT t%:t5^^ i 
gnifr 5Fi2TT?q5?T iqmffRgRq srar: ii ?^o n 
^m'^^ %%'5dq«T i 

^ofr^og: 5 ?!?;^ 5sif^?CtqT^5^t^i-T: II n? II 
sr^ ^ogr^ifsT'^^'WT^; q?g^'TSms??'4^ef ic^jg- 

T%r(I^cfT I 

“ g qr^qqira^q^r ?!r¥r?rjrjrg=ff;fqHq i sp^r^^crsTrsq^- 

nrgiqsTt — w^nirf^ ” [ qo ] I “ ?r?wr ??-flfcF;r: Rwr; 
?qtqt ^^srTcTr qftoimfsffr Rferramsfcr 3i?cf^wcr: qg^ srrqTfi?!: 

I sp f q I m firssifi g^- 

ir^q Jrf^f^ I ?rqr =qim ssrfaifmlqrrw 3-# q^qr- 

^Hqrggt 5Tfiq?gq*(i?qg ” [ ^o ] i 

‘ ' ^qTttqi g ^n 'gfrif^'iqTtwfq ?w fj^Rirw ^cr^i^qj 
aftmri qr m 7iggf%?n#g | -cfilij^ ?g^5qt- 

{v:ra5g ^rsnq;?? sg5ttTs_?^ifti^T^5q ) qq sriraTRi qqt — 

‘ =Eri3I%ftq gcmf^: TTtl^ TW ffJg. ’ I 'fl^T =cPi^re!?5r3II^^cTqf 

" sririoincT qqr — ‘ wg?q =q'Trf??r ’ frai 5rn%- 

mx — i sffrox; qscCf^^iR’ ^§ 1 ?^ 3if%: i 

qjTitniraRTfHra?# mx qTcri^fw^ i <55 qosr^if^w^TOr^q'^rqggr 
3T?qfcr^q cB^wctt: I t%?^tqfi?rrf^!raMfe’Erg^r4m ” [qo]i 
^gf?n37T'^^tf?oir{?r qiTREBrsqRfii^gqg^t (« . ^ . i 

R 5 T^^Ti%^‘t W3s??T fP<irn^f?(qs l 

I^TSfllR 11 11 





[ SfiTo 




5i#[qT%r f}fiq5[?qq; i 

^ qirf^rraT: q'qCm^rt# 3T?rtiiw4 £ig?:R p'n: i 

^??3?iTiFf : 1 1 ? ^ 1 1 

ar^irq^?^ 

qfTcSfq^ I 

i^;iing[5qf{^ts(q Rls^R^T ^ft. '-WR^^q 

jfRRqgqqq^ qr q5RFcf??TT4?q 

?'^jJTRqTg;T!??q miWT?;q^q,i — 

‘ qn%qr ^ i}^: f-^^'^q ' ’ 
qq 3 qRT^sfq fefqqqqr RmpqrfirqTTq q? 'fq^- 
«(q qiq^q, q qqq|qinqqiq* , qqqqisf^t ®r?q ar^Jiwqq^qwq- 
I qqr— 

‘ i|^REq; qfqcrr ?:fqi^q qs;rqq: i ’ 
qg^SRssirspqTfir: qfif^RfcqHiq: i 
qqq ?q qRT qqiqr ii^T ?q ii ^ ii 
‘ ‘ q I stf^^qfafgq: froiif^q^ q^ R 

gfqqhqt qt§iq ^'t^qqplq ^^|qi%sis^rfqq sq^Rff^q^qq.'i 

stq qwf ^q: ” [ =q° ] i 

qr%qT%Tsfq ^qe qqq?ra 5irf«?qwiqtfqf?T qq^q: i qrfH- 

(^. q. '^ ) I 

“ ^ I q'lqqoT qr^ qir# qg; ^q, ^r 

ssftf wit jpM s^q? q q?rw qg:, sriq qrq I q; ?q i itaf qt fq^q 
qsq'tgq qqrq fqqrrqt J:q ” [ qo ] i 

“ qi^ta'fq^qtiiqqi^ qf 5q?q qfcrtwfqf^qq 

rtqfqqiqqsq^qqq i 



“H ^ ^q^iKiqT: ] 


“ ar'^WT^i'Tl ;ftTfi^i^rft«%%3ft ) ^sn % 

^rr^Roi'TO^t'^qj 

f®[H> ci^HTTs^qign^; JBar^qTni^jcrtf: i sfsr snfw- 

WR f«rr?i, 3>4r^g«nTi'^4{^f^g?4%TTRcg5- 

jr?fli%?r i ^ =g ?>«« ireg^ra; i arfr: nsfiPH^wrm^ra- 
j?-5FfrRR5r | JTsrr--' f^Pcrr^^^rffrar ¥r?g'- 

^t355re^ ^ ’ 1 31^ ~.g^ i qf^mfi; i g=qsrJtt 

jrsTt — ‘ »Ti%frr g^r: i ’ i am g^r ftf qjR- 

^wrtcnrN^F^H i f^smRtsRiivqrsijji; | s-qrrR^^r et 

RU'iits'^^pTqTRJirR^Tci, I g f5^g5i?n«^5fT RmRtfWm 
5tmra, ■^ofwq^Fimfa, ci^r 

5frr^ I ^^R^R^TgmRiRTg^rrgRrFl, i cR 5!tstt-‘ ’j^r- 

R^r afsTrft Hfta?^: I ’ SJ^T (^WsmrRafRr- 

f^5iRrf^qRFw^! I «F«rr---^F^ ?fcr I ®i?t stgji^f^sfir 

FT^rqn [ao] i 

?T ^«IT a?(Tra??J3fecR?qRT?lT T^- 
^T^rrn?T?q€l5?(^Rfq ¥J515PRR^5T sum: 1 J(!iJT — 
fTR EPTi^^sir^saiflw fgg;^ i 

\ 

3T^ 5i^t^iTtsrrf% ^ 3?n:T^ a;R5^?; i 

3:faTsi3T ? , ^ ? . 

qiCflinjJt 3T;3^qFtt?T^qpi^?TT 5q^??raTfi,3i5^^?: I 

‘ ni^ 5*51^3 ^ €n^i’-^|T ^ Jiifr ^ g 





['?Tc 


3fJ(|TjH[E(^?TTcWr i%*4: 1 rr^caRfiqsRf^T 
54??! HqftRq?Tf^T^¥raU%'^qTI%^: 1 

iri^ H 5 cTHfq^ sprs^ff qq i qaTi— qc?rs|^ ” 

[qo'Ji ( qwqqTit stfcT I ) armqq^Hfq^oT gv^r 

ff^: ^r^qr: i sf^fpirifn q^^qr: i 

^aq ” [ ^° ] i “ sr^r ssctt fq^rRri 

ir^gH ?r g ?rr i:f3 3?Hr?355'7Sr<?: i vrrsj^r- 

»qRqi'^qfq'3fq?rqr srirru^; ” [ q-o ] I “ i fi^Tgf^^nrsj'q 

?f7f q(W[ I ?I =g gql ^GfstWt#,; qq¥rg?iniai}?I?q?T: I | 

gfg i ^sir;5Tf^S?^f^ I i^vrqsfg^q- 

qnq?q Hsn'-qmqrfqqrfgtlr ” [3't>] i 

“ firfiq^'g qsif — ‘ srqifg q ?3r|q Epn"§: i ’ ^^qrgrqag^- 

5iq^51IR^t fq^vi^: I q^Tl nuT nqfHj{% fqq%?T q § ?fl I 

gq(q^j^T'q?qiq?qwniqq?i^R«qti^''3Efi{^^g> '’ [ q® ] I 
^flR qcfr^WR gi ^nFcT^rgqrgtq qqer%- 

cmjrq^ ^qm^T^i, uf3a[qff^^q'4T5i q5T%^?5Tf^- 

^giSRg I q^fTcgqT^q ?HmFq'4fl'q 3qftT qgjT — 

‘ I4T4 qg4Tf% ’ — m %^ ?H:?!qra4 ^ 

qRq??4R| 1 W^ q^^fTR 4 4 qR7:'7c4I^ 

sTi^f 4?qH, I ^qiq u'sqx^fn^sR^ ?q hr- 

qmfHRqWTTTfl^ I Hc?w^4fl^ I T% g R4B[§ HH- 

4 g 'Hqqi ftR;4?jq,q?§4q?3q?rif^5qT4mT^f4 HR4H 
pqR JWWH^ I 

*HHT€?[qTHHqFr:2qHr4f ar^f^grqcfiqwq q^q^qn: ! 
44T-— 


‘ q'fllfe q;to4H%4 {^^criq^Rqq^ ’ 



3T5[ ^%5TT araiwr ^ ?:r?JTI^: ^ 

5i€icrT%s{5R^r?5?5tJ^. 1 

€tRT: 'qgiS'Jg^R'-qVfpi; 1 

^w^wRT 5R sftf^^wj i^^Tsr: R^RlRoitsqsTrf n^ 
3T5friq 3q55??qT5=P3*4RT: ^^ROi^KfrT, ^ WaF^ft- 

“ ^sfrr i ftra^r?!?H^5rT;g;jrf^rmf^gqr'g sr^fit 

arr ^pf^j^rgRcfi ■'j^3fTT?r?f(Wi<T4^?7t% TOT%^rEEi3tf^^f«5t^iftV 
p^r^Ttfi; I 7i>*Tt f| I f%¥rra?f fsaHif^EP^V 

^iTTrtcrag'frR wrf^¥rra?r ???r!5*r ^Trtewt^rt'Er^srtr w 8 
arsT q^nqr^lw ^^ofiwrfqarff •• ?t ^ 

m 5P( rtia: I ^n [ — ‘ I W 

?r?JffrarTe?t?i,, ^ g ^g, i i H^n'q'jfTwarrgif^ ncfirf- 
vTwoisn'Tfir5?TsqrsrTrr: i ;t narr ?}% ?TfqRisi^ q^tm 

^8:?q atfE^pti. i ‘ ^q'^q 5con% ’ ^^q^rgamn- 

qg^iqcarrg i fqliqfifcqqTSTsq^^ qiqoT^^Rtqresrraqftqig’fqqTf^fEr^Fq 
sT?ft&R% 1 Rfqjnf^T I f% g ftai&cqgaqiilrg ^fg=fTsrr g^r^gf^Trrar- 
RTTsw ST g sqqqq ?tT%q?rTj, t q?g?Rq wtg: qTf\f%s5TH5:sng i sr 
“q crgm^T?; i Rfg^Rl[?i5qrg | f% ^ ^■qmTisiistq- sraTtaffWfir 
ga®i^ I ^qtTif^^ gf^qaTurgr i 

“ srRi^TfqtRRqrq'^qjqrfqfft argf^TTi^araT^ qqq?q?r: i qsrt- 

‘ sfSTTfrr qn®qqn%^ iRriTiT^q^rJj; i ’ ( armsr, «. n ). 

“ aT5r qrf^srrsqffri =5 ?%rfiT: sr ^rfq Jiffi.-g;fiTfTr 

HqtqTnRTsi?^TTgf%gi^ftT% I I ” [qo] I “ 

^qrajira^ sTRqtf^ g\Ft; qiqi ftqg: l fgsTT^qrrai qftqq- 

qrrflrsrissRig g[qf g ^rsq^TmTSTT ?^gqTnqrafefig:g’,q! ’ ’ 

[ ^o ] n 

“ SRTTfq sq^gTfTqrTTqi: gfwsif'qsT- 

” [ qo ] ! 

TFT. ^. «. 





[ 




g^etlffzt rrgf 5t=^ ^ 

^WT^H^TSf^ 1 33Rr5^W 5traqT?fqg q^tefT?!. 

g^?( ^5tl5ri^?;?5tia[f=Eiq;;4 %q: i 55 »j|t— 

■sgti i 

s?lCs^RH=qt5q5tfTi^f<^^ ^}8^T II II 

^35^ <#311^555^1?!^ f^'^qrjsqspssiq;^, 

3rfl,3T«l1fcRr3iratqi^^q,^3I, 3TT^^3fft3f 

S3p=<Tq?qjfrq‘T?iiitT^ f^qj(cq^?q ??tq; I m \ — 

T%WT5^T^ ^fr 3i;t^ #n4tcifft3n?afq5nji; i 

gssfq ^ 5?r^DT qqii Trft??5l; ii ii 

f. 5. H 


^stFRTSinH nci fj ^¥lct?fTi% f.^T nq 

qft^riiq; t 3 5?;^ ql^^rmuRfsiT- 

fSt q sq^ nq ^^3q?i^fn?5f ^^\ I 

, ' gTqRiifq^q3ricj^i|cr ^qran^^^Tfvrriq 

gq^qisiR qqrsfrwTsnri, 3TgqT5®[?<T 

rl3,3T3Slfe 3?T^ff5gi qr I 31«1I — 

??5if^ T%qT^=fT qjfw ^?;^%ciq5T ■(^^t^iq?i?rrq3iT 1 



Tq. %. 


“ s-s&esiqtflfq qq qjs^ «qq;5?H55%, q g qsTmsfj- 

sfq I %q55?qT?q Jrtfrqrgfira fifi^rq; t m 

qqi^fjs^qi^qsqvqqsqqq \ qm — 

“ I fqfqqq^qfr^^rf^qoiTrgf^iqcg^q 1 ^mrffqsp- 

q g?5PH4»Ktq q^ffq?5=qi?nqT^R If 


qg, qsn — 

“ T%iqRlTTf^f^ I ^ tR^a^rfr qqre^iq^ 1 gji^s%?H5qtg. 1 
gcag^OTfeoTt ?i5afi:3n'f fl; 1 srefi?Rqr^ q 







Bqsi rifwq^rqr qe;^.- | ?sfrrah^ 
?}'tv:TR'rff^'?'iT^5rr|%5Trq5r^ft^'l qqi3?qrwqq ct^iTKHtq5.q 
rf^gsr^fq gq^xKcrr qr i srsif — ?'j?ncft#f ” [ ] i 

” [ifo] I '•' sp^I f^sfr: M'- 

nfq f^frvrafcrrrqT fq^^cucrqir fqjrfy^rqr rfi<^fq?ffftw!ii 

sTcrgfhri qHqRuft fecif^eqfqjr; I \ 

f%?qTW qqnnqT I ER^T Ef^irqt i qrq 

^'■•'nHt I qwtsfiiqH:, ^ i HJTt^^t f^sf%- 

^'^ojstsrri =q fqm^qrq^cPtt q;f ^r ^ ETtf^P^qtfwqfe- 

qf^f%Tqrsfq qf?T'fftfqEt;rcqETTfwEtfe^»TtqqT?r, ^ct^?Ei5et^” 
[ l^ ^ 

3T^T i%5Tr5R%: ER^^rr =q ^raiT 5?n%i^q- 

^ ?irsrae(Jii ^ sqfe, ctkit inKut^jcwraws 

^ Tc(go?[qt?R;:i I 

>^FtTr?TR§ !5r ^m-, 

1^1715 gfSIT 5Rft^: 1 W — 

II ^o<( n 


“ 31^ ^?ir(flRtqaTsji5¥r %q^%qrqq;?rqr 

g qifq^RqsT 5qf%^: I q«ii rf'wr^safkqisfq gq qg' 
qrf^Epr?^ ¥?fq'^i% qftrf^fqggr^q; i srqq: arnmqlqrqr^ qfq 
fiq: i ?isq^tggf& fitfgqqi 

%rj: I q I SET f| ?i?qr Ej^nqmqwE^w t^scqfq 

fq^rotg q ^ifar afgqf% i qw — [s®, i 

“ tt^ct^ I qsii qfqTTi Tq^t% Trfa 

t 4^ 3fl«TfqqTlfkqtsft ?JTIT ^qTfqifq 

TTiq: i ^ I ^qTTT’nq: I q^TTnq^ Tqq^i- 

qiqt^sfq q ^Trt^f%;5qwiTq^t^^q^TTqiTfwqq ftqt? s^q^r^q'^. 







I Sfsn I ara 3Ef^a%t^qi^Hsfq 

qjf ¥{f ^ ^riTTiffi'fF^Rr i 

?T»fi5nfTEf^f%??r^qi3[pr ^ *r^i«mRra?fi%-' ^-qm- 
?iJ^?m^oiTgqSrq57raTfFg'?i3^itcn?t:, H^liqwi??! ww =sm5^f{^'^rq 
^ I =!mr ^grq' %t?itft i q®^?r?rar^ ^qnr^'ff) =q 
#T ^1 crpTT fg?if^i I ^iq, ^ n?^! i ^ 

|;:iqinrq' Ht# ?f5q® ^ ^T?gi’7Rftf|H!i^! 

^^rsft I 5t»TrTO’:.s!irq% g i 

sTfqrrqt ^^q'Rss^s^l 3tlr t|Hq3[T prarr^t i srniqfrwq^t- 

qr^i^ 3 • 

“ 3?^ q^rrcT^cqrqr sr^qt^t^r *r q^ftr^; i ” [ qo j i 

3T5t?3g[5RT5rTJfmft ^IraiT 5i^n# ^ 3^’- 

5r^!JI I ^«IT — 

n^^strRf^ ^\ 9W?<3;qi?ifqT'l% TTifpir ^=Erq[^ i 

Ti sFif^H ^Tfc^sfq ^srf^HTfir 

51li^flP5S^TSlF?R;q: II “'5^, II 

9TSJ 5RTO?g^-1%^g-^Tm?2?SRqir^^~ 

3JT; q38??jq;^ I 

“ a^5Rg?iq?T3tqm':5qqq55^qT^istqq?.q ^Tr^gst^fq^q' i 

g^prg^qrrqqq sO^qtsqiTf^Isq *1 gsT: ?ft®3[q?nftoi ^ScTr 
mx — STTfRRcri^ ” [ 'f" ] • “ ^5qcl% q?rJJ. I 
q%g srii^g q?: 3m sTm^gq; tris^ ?r wr^ i 
«w=qrf^i^: aq(# qr i Tr<irwf ifq qt q^q, noiVt ^mtqi 
5?q sBrfSq q% I ^iqqtmsfq qq^qqmfffjfjqt^tqr ?T«^ srfqqrs^T^ 
qr qqfe^ q spiq^ q fq^fq i gqmwTm sT’^qq s^iqqTftq- 
qqtqqqf^ q^f^q fq^ ” [ qo ] | 
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huh; 


§n3?iH?t 'ad^nlrf^T;, ^ is?^ i 

^^558301*?: I 

Tn«^ ?!fi i 

^ ?rf^A^ 3i?g3[ h’=??tN#t^t tg: il ? ii 

hsih: 1 

WH^ I 

“ q'snH^gfr!%s’^t3iTami: sT'itsaitEJFciw^i^fit 

^«7a a^jcpOT|?cftf^ ^5arDi??fHiTH i ” [ a^nro ] i 
fltaTte ^igcirat ^^5W5?;a: i 
ga: ??^ra*TTO¥nf ii 

5fit3JTJI5BW5[^ ^i^t; aTrE^n: I 

sj^H, ?inii |i 

ams^RT 55«n af^t^li JTi%¥W: I 
i[% II 

5TTf Ha>RITaa gcacn?TJI 

II Sn^fJllqnjJf^g II 
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NOTES 


3 


common property’ is concerned, and these only are implied 
here, and not such, for instance, as cause*^ and effect, which 
although they possess some point of resemblance, { e. g. 
existence, knowability, etc.) yet do not possess a striking point 
of resemblance which alone constitutes comparison. In case, 
however, the point of resemblance between them is striking, 
as in the instance frd? 3^' airfffij, they too become 
appropriate correlatives.,-'' 

' Thus, inasmuch as a point of resemblance is possible be- ‘ 
tween (two such things only as are related to each other as) 
the and the and not as cause and effect &c, connec- 
tion of those ( i. e. the and the 3'T^R}' ) only with a com- 

mon property is Comparison. Such is the definition of Com- 
paiison. The implication of the and in this 

definition serves only to render the apprehension of lesem- 
blance complete’ and not to exclude such things as cause 
and effect &c. which are destitute of a stnldng point of 
resemblance 

If it be said that the word ‘distinct’ also does not 
deserve to be expressed in the definition ; for. the idea of 
distinctness can also be obtained by implication, since we 
cannot speak of a point of resemblance with reference to two 
identical things; we reply that the word 'distinct' serves to 
e.vc/in/e where the point of resemblance is 

not real but fancied, there being only one thing compared to 
itself ; (whilst, in Comparison the point of resemblance is 


aifjh: I m § gsr; ’ >< 

■ dqT^qtn^iq'if?)itrgTq|55'iBR^0 ttqfd > siifjT. 

2. afdqfiTfi I f?i?:raiprdqTfT?i4: i srafn. 



4 


kAvyaprakAsa 


[ I. Coinp.u iwm 


real, there being two distinct things one of which is com- 
pared to the other. ) 

If it be said that' although the woid excludes 
still the definition extends to another figure iJi!3. 
where the and the aie distinct; we reply; — 5t<T^r 

is desirable in inasmuch as the apprehension of 

ultimately results from it. But it is reckoned as a 
distinct figuie because of the apprehension of an additional 
fact which IS peculiar to it, i. e that the and the 
have not a third thing for their like. In the ultimate 

apprehension is not that cf which is only appaient. 

Hence it has been excluded by the use of the word 

Sanketa observes — If between 3WH and theieis an 
existence of bi ought about by word and its sense, then 
there is an existence of 31*1^ also brought above by 
For, it is said, similarity exists where some things 

are common and others are distinct. We should, theic- 
tore, understand also. Thus, theic is 

predominance of and in ^’Wt. 

The word ‘striking’ should alto be supplied befoie the 
word in the definition; for, what constitutes the 
figure Comparison is not connection with a simple but with 
a striking point of resemblance Thus, the sentence tJS 
'tsr expressing a simple point of resemblance bew’teen 
and rjs is no example of Comparison. 

The strikingness of RIRf must be due to the manifesta- 
tion of the excellence oi the Thus Sltfl'T instanced in 


1. d^iqirii!frri'dq4si?h%fr 

Hqqifq^q fsiqi^ I pai^ir 

I STflT. 
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is excluded; for in It strikingness is due to the 
manifestation of the excellence ol the 'STOIH. 

Mammata’s definition of is thus criticised by Jagan- 
natha' — The definition is not very satisfactory. 

For, it extends to a distinct figure where resemblance 

is stated in order that it may be denied afterwards. It can- 
not be said that the word in the definition means 

‘ ultimate resemblance’ and that thus it excludes 
where not resemblance but the denial of it Is ultimate. For, 
if the woid be understood in that sense, it would exclude 
also, since in too, what is ultimately perceived 

is not resemblance, but the tact that one thing has not 
another for its like Thus, the word in the definition 
would be useless. The presence of this word, however, 
shows that is not used by Mamma^a in the sense of 

‘ultimate resemblance.’ Thus, the definition is open to the 
fault of 3#s!Trrff.' 

Jagannatha’s definition of 3UT1 is not open to this fault ; 
for, it contains the word ■which excludes both 

and since, in both of these, resemblance is not pleas- 

ing (striking). 

Jagannatha has, no doubt, impioved upon Mammata by 
the substitution of the word for in his definition 

for the word besides serving the purpose which ia 

served by also removes the fault of to which 

Mammata’s definition is open. 

It may, however, be remarked that it is not necessary tc 
insert the word tiic definition, since the idea 

expressed by it may be obtained by implication. We an 
here treating of figures. Now a figure is, as Mammata has 
said, nothing but strikingness. When, therefore, it 

said to constitute the figure Comparison, it is, of course, 
implied that it is striking. Hence has said that thi 
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words should be supplied in the definition of 

Thus the idea of stnkingness being obtained b\ impli- 
cation, may be defined simply as ( resemblance). 

All the other figures which contain resemblance, such 
as arsisgq, &c. are excluded by the fact that 

the resemblance which they express is not striking. This, 
however, renders the word in Mammala’s definition of 

unnecessary. For, ahso may be excluded by the 

fact that in it resemblance is not striking. also 

may be excluded by the fact that in it the mutual resem- 
blance of two things is not striking, [thus Jagannatha is not 
right when he says that in^ 3T*II is striking,] and 

that, therefore, it should be included under 3W, 

He now divides Comparison into 

Ka. lb- — (1) Complete and (2) Elliptical. 

Thus compaiison is two-fold. Complete Compai'ison 
( ) occurs where the thing compared, the thing compared to, 
the common property and the word conveying the sense of 
comparison are {all) expressed. Elliptical { ) occurs 
where one two or (even) three {of these four things) aic 
omitted. 

Of these, 

Ka. i i c d : — The first is (A) Direct, and (B) 
Indirect, and is possible in (a) a sentence, (b) a com- 
pound, and (c) a nominal affix. 

The first division of Comparison i. e. complete Compari- 
son occurs in a sentence (sfi^’Tr), when all the above- 
mentioned four things &c. are expressed by woi ds 

that are uncompounded and have distinct cases of their oun. 

Complete Comparison occurs in a compound (?t»tr?r)rtr ), 
when any two of the above-mentioned four things are com- 
pounded. 
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Th« third kind of Complete Comparison arises f 
fact that the word denoting the is not consitf^ 

■ either compounded, or uncompoimded but as for 

sentence with the nominal affi.v conveying the sense of tom- 
parison ( ). 

In grammar, is regarded as distinct from 

f!Tf. Panini^ declares that a compound is possible between 
two case-inflected words. Now cannot be called a 

compound, since 3pj is not a case-inflected word. Nor can 
be regarded as a sentence ; for, ,i sentence contains 
words that have distinct cases of their own. Thus is 

different from as well as Wt^PIT is also 

■ different from 9[tW?ltTr where words are uncompounded, 
although they have, as in ?r*rf€nil, distinct cases of their own. 

This three-fold Complete Comparison is again six-fold, 
owing to each kind being further divided into either Direct 

■ ( ^^ ) or Indirect (''srrtfr), \ 

That again is Direct, where the comparison, which is 
nothing but a connection of the and the with a 

■common property, is expressed. 

That again is Indirect, where the comparison is obtained 
by implication.\ Direct Comparison occurs when words such 
as tnW, ^ &c. are employed, or when the affix ^ is 
employed in the sense of according to Panini’s Sutra * 

Indirect occurs when such words as HST etc. 
are employed, or when the aflSx is employed in the sense 

■ of according to Panini’s Sutra ‘ ^ 

‘ But,’ Says an objector, ‘ this division of Comparison 
jnto Diiect and Indirect is not proper; for, connection with 

1.^ ill < II- 1. 4. ) 

^ g*srttiRi ^iqrasfq Wff* 
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resemblance is apprehended fcom both the kinds 
gj- ol words etc. and TO &c. without distinction; it. 

should not be urged that there is a distinction tnasitiuth as. 
the words ?r»lT, &c. have a power to denote ‘ connection ’’ 
of a common property with both the and 3WR ; whilst! 
the words 5^*7 &c. do not possess such a power; ^oi, the 
words &c. enable us to apprehend that the thing alter 

which they are placed is the HWH. They thus become^ 
attributives of the and can, therefore, only show that' 

the common propeity is connected with the SWR only, and 
not that it is connected with the also An attributive 
that qualifies one ■word is not seen to sho-w that its sense is 
connected with the sense of anothei word. 

To this objection, we reply that although the words 
&c. intimate that the word after which they ai’e placed 
denotes the and thus become its attrihutioes, .Ve/ t}\ese 
words, in virtue of a (peculiar) power possessed by thoni, show, 
ike moment they are heard,, the connection (of thii common 
property xvith the also) : just as the !>enitivc cass, as in 
the example ‘ ’ although it intimates that after 

which it is placed is subordinate to (=35ff!i ’'■RJj;), and thus 
becomes its attributive yet shows that its 

sense is connected with that of the principal word ‘ ^ ’ also; 
(i. e. shows not only that is the possessor but that ■'9!*T is 
the thing possessed also). 

Thus, the division of Comparison into Direct and Indirect 
is proper, inasmuch as it is based on a distinction as to the 
way in which connection with a common property is undei- 
stood (directly, in the case of &c., and indirectly i. e. 

by implication, in the case of CUT &c.) 

Thus, for example, in such sentences as &c. 

the words tl«IT, &c. do not rest until they have brought out 
some particular point of resemblance, whether expressed or 
implied — such as loveliness here — between the and the 
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; toi, these words hax'e a power to denote a particular 
point of resemblance. This power does not. however, belong 
to such Words as &c which rest {after simply denoting a 
general resemblance, sometimes, in connection) with the 
only, (as) in ‘ gt'tf UTO’, (or sometimes, in connection) with 
the 3WR only, (as) in ‘ 'Itl (or sometimes in connec- 
tion) with even both, (as) in ' ^ (this) general 

resemblance, (hoiveoer), is apprehended {from these sentences, 
only) when We reflect that there must be some particular point 
of resemblance , — some common propeitt — such as ‘ loveli- 
ness ’ between and ; for, the apprehension of the 
former is impossible without that of the latter, and necessa- 
rily implies it ( . ) 

It is thus that the connection with a paiticular common 
property is apprehended afterwards, and not at the very time 
these words are heaid, It is thus also that this connection 
is implied by these words and not expressed by them. But 
when such a sentence as q’lfRq is heard, the connection 
of ‘ loveliness ' with qq and is appiebended at once. 
Now, this apprehension is unintelligible ( ) unless 
we suppose that the woids tjUI, 1=1 &c have got a power of 
expressing this particular point of resemblance, as soon as 
they are heard. Thus, connection with a particular common 
property is expiessed by the words &c. Thus, the 

division of comparison into Direct and Indirect, based as it 
is upon this difference of nature of the words ^*11, ^ Szc., 
and gsif, &c., is quite proper 

Some, however, hold that the division of Comparison into 
Direct and Indirect is due to the fact that the relation ot the 
3qtihf and the (and not connection with a common 

property) is expressed in the case of tj«tr, &c., and implied 
in the case of gvtf &c. This view, howevei, is improper. 
Since it is inconsistent with MammaU’s Vrtti which says: — 
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connection with a common property being implied in the 
case of &c., when these words are employed, the Com- 
parison is Indirect ) Now it 

is in the fitness of things that if the Indirectness of Com. 
,parison depends upon the implied character of 
Directness of Comparison should depend upon the expressed 
character of the same and not of anything else). 

Besides, if Comparison is nothing liut Connection with ii 
common property, the division of Comparison into Diiect 
and Indirect should depend upon the expressed or implied 
nature of the same connection with a common property and 
of nothing else Foi these very reasons, we should leject 
the view of those men who say that the words ?? &c., 
like the genitive case, express ( general) resemblance itself , 
whilst, the words &c. express ‘ things possessed of 
resemblance ’ also 

What these men say is this . — In the case of 5^ ^c., 
resemblance is expressed prominently,' i, c. as a , 

whilst in the case of §5^1 &c. which signify ‘ resembling 
things ’, resemblance IS expressed subordmately, f. c. as a 
to something else This view is to be. rejected for the 
following reasons ' — 

1. Although resemblance is expressed prominentj — as 
a — in the case of &c., and is expressed sub- 

ordinately — as a in the case of &c., still,” in both 

the cases, resemblance is expressed, not implied. W'hilst, 
Mammata has distinctly said that Comparison is sinff because 
is implied in the case of &c. 

1. I l^ltKrrTfTiir 

I aiEn. 
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I[. 5^, &c., according to Mammata, denote 

not Now, is not identical with WICW. For, 

means resemblance in general, but as has been 

shown at the outset, means connection with a particular 
point of resemblance. 

III. If really the distinction of and between 

the meanings of tjtgr, &c., and ^5?!, &c., were in his 

mind, Mammata would have said , 

instead of gvqTtra^U%., as he has done 

in his Vrtti beginning with . 

As Direct Comparison is obtained from the use of the 
words S3 &c., ( so it is ), likewise, ( obtained ) from the 
emplo^iment of (the afjix) siil in the sense of according 
to ( Pariini's Sutra ) riq In the same manner, as 

Indirect Comparison is obtained from the use of the words 

&e., (so it is), likewise, (obtained ) from the employment ol 
( the affix ) m the sense of according to ( Plirum's 
Sidra ) &c. 

‘But,’ says an objector, ‘the three-fold division of Direct 
Comparion is still impioper; lot, in a Complete Direct Com- 
parison, a compound is possible only between the sqJTR and 
the word of comparison (as in the sentence 3^W , 

such sentences as =qr3! ^ 

are ungrammatical, the sense to be expressed by 
them being ; ‘The face is as beautiful as the moon.’). 

Now, a compound with such a woid of comparison as 
3^1, is not observed to occur, since q«Jl' is compounded vuth 
another word, only when it is not used in the sense of Conv 
panson( as in &c., ), so that a complete Direct Com- 

parison is impossible in a compound. To this objection, we reply 
that a compound of |or and a word expressive of the sqJlFt is 
possible according to (Katyayana's Vartika, which says : — ) 


1. I Panini (II. 1 7. ). 
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a compound i of a case-inflected word ) with is The 

only peculiarities of this compound aie that the case is not 
dropped and the original accent of the former word is retain- 
ed. In for instance, the genitive case is retained 

in violation of the general rule that words lose their eases 
when they are compounded with each other; and the 
original accent ( / e. the accent) of the word 
which IS on ^ is not changed, in spite of the rule which says 
that only the last letter of a compound word is ; (thus 
)?(does not, here, lose its accent, and Ef the last letter of the 
compound does not, heie, become ) 

A compound with is then authorized by grammar, 
and it is only the ignorant, who, seeing that the cases of 
words are not dropped, legard the words as separate. Thus, 
{.Complete Direct Comparison ) occurs in a compound, when 
is compounded ( with the word expressing the ), the com- 

pound being ( regarded as ) 

Dpon this, Udyola remarks that the insertion of the 
word befoie WW IS wrong, since in Grammar, com- 
pounds are generally regarded as optional, and since the 
word Rftr is not found in the reading of the Vartika at 
present available. 

Examples ( of these follow ) in order : — 

I. Complete Comparison ( "jofr ) 

A, Direct (a) Occurring in a sentence (EtRFt(»w) 

is instanced in etc. (in verse 1.) 

Here, is intended to be the 

the 5? the common property, and tl«tr the word 

of comparison. No two of these four words are here com- 
pounded with each other , therefore, it is Comparison occur- 
ring in a sentence. 
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B. Indirect (sn:4f); (a) Occurring in a sentence 
( giRFW ) is instanced in etc. ( in verse 2 ). 

Here, aiOT is the the g'TqR, and 

the Comparison is Indirect here, on account 

of the employment of (such a word of comparison as ) H5T. 

A. Direct ( ) ; (&) Occurring in a compound 

( ) is instanced in sic^ef-' etc. { in verse 3 ). 

Here, S'?}?! is the ^ the 3qjnq, and the 

5?^ being compounded with such a word of com- 
parison as 53', Compaiison is heie Direct and occurs in 
a compound. 

B. Indirect { ) ; (6) Occurring in a compound 

• ) is instanced in ( 33^33 ) etc. ( in verse 4 ). 

Here, 3313 IS the the 3q3t3, & ■3f»?0q^'l3t3 

the 3I3It’>l3^. being compounded with such a word of 

comparison as Comparison is here Indirect and occurs 
in a compound 

A. Direct and B. Indirect; (c) Occurring in a 
nominal affix is instanced in 3!3PHi'3 etc. ( in verse 5 ). 

In the first half, 353 is the 3qi?3, 3313^3 the 33333, and 
3I«fi#3f^r the In the second half, 3. is the 

■3q5l3, fi5[t3i3t:53 the 33313, and JtTSPKrq the 5n3ri:wi33. Here 
in the first half, we have Direct Comparison; for, the 
nominal affix 3'3 is used with 33133i3, in the sense of 53; and 
in the second half, we have Indirect Comparison, for, 33 is 
used with in the sense of g33. 

An objector says : — You said before (i. e. in the si:jfth 
Uliasa), that the varieties of a f%33353 'will be determined at 
the time of the determination of ‘figures’; and now you cite 
such a verse as 53^513 as an example of a f%33iIo3, which, 
however, it does not deserve to be. For, the verse 533513 
, possesses no strikin^ness, unless ivc apprehend from at a 
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sagiested sense in the dorm: — “^Just as a woman whose husband 
IS under her thumb, is an object of extraordinary beauty when 
attending on her husband, so is the Goddess of victory while 
serving you’. Now strikingness is ( what constitutes ) a figure. 
The presence of the suggested sense is, therefore, necessary 
to make the verse striking and thus to make it contain a 
figure. Now, if this suggested sense is prominent, the verse 
will be a : if it is subordinate, the verse will be a 

gtrffipsqirqsCTStr, but it will, by no means, be a Thus, 

the former declaration about the determination of the 
varieties of a is inconsistent with the present 

tiling of as an example of Comparison. 

“■Do not say so,’ we leply. ‘For, although a suggested 
sense is present, still the verse cannot be called a 

or a 3’’ff ” The pleasure, that is experi- 
enced from the verse &c., is due not to the apprehension 
of the suggested sense which is connected {w th the verse), but 
to the apprehension of the strikingness of its ev pressed sense, 
itself. Now, a figure is (nothing but) striking ness, or what 
makes the verse charming. The suggested sense whose pre- 
sence is generally unavoidable in a verse, is, ni diubt, pre- 
sent in this verse also, but it is unprominent here, in that it 
IS apprehended not instantly, but after the be.iuty of the 
figure is perceived. Consequently, the presence of this 
suggested sense cannot make the verse a or a 

‘But’, continues the objector, ‘the verse cannot 

still be called a owing to the presence in it of a 

suggested sense, in the form of a flavour (namely, the senti- 
ment of the admiration of the poet for the king). Besides 
this verse deserves to be an example of the fijure namec 
owing to another figure (f. e. Alliteration) being present 
in it (i. e. in and not of pure Conip irison.’ 
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We reply: — The suggested sense in the form oj a flavour 
(or a sentiment and another figure are invar tahly present 

in every Verse. But, at present, we are not conceined with 
them; hence we have left them out of account and simply ex- 
emplified figures, our business heingviith these only Thus 
the verse has been here cited simply as an example of 

Comparison, our object being to show what Comparison is 
Whether the verse in question is a or not, is beside 

our point. In the sixth Dllasa^ also, what was said was that 
the varieties of a f%3’sR|oif will be ‘determined’ i. e. treated, 
not ‘exemplified’ in the tenth Ullasa. Really speaking,’ how- 
ever, the verse is a r%5r^I5tf, since Comparison is pro- 

minently apprehended from it So it is an example of a pure 
Comparison and not of ; for, the Alliterative excellence 
that the words possess, is not here intended 

by the poet, nor does it contribute to the beauty of the 
Comparison. 

‘But’, continues the objector, ‘why do you not select such 
a sentence as *1?; for your example of comparison. 

This sentence has this advantage over the verse &c., 

that neither a flavour nor another figure is present in it.’ 

We reply ; — If we avail ourselves of such sentences as the 
above for (our) examples ( of figures), then inasmuch as these 
sentences are devoid (of a flavour or another figure) they 
would be insipid and would attract no leaders. 

Besides, such a sentence as the above does not constitute 
a poem, and as such will not contain any figure (e. Com- 
parison here). For, the necessary condition of a poem is 
that it should contain a flavour or a sentiment, and the 
necessary condition of a figure is that it should contribute to 
the manifestation of that flavour or sentiment. 


^ 5 I Mahesa- 

2. I qpfrr. 
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A flavourless poem may possess excellence which may 
produce pleasure, but that pleasure is not the pleasure that 
IS yielded by a figure. Abhinavagupta also remarks — 
althongh adorns the sit’EtJPT ( expressed sense ], yet the 
real ornament of )S the creation of the power bf 

suggesting a Really speaking the ultimate object of 

adornment is ( the suggested sense ) which is the Soul 
of poetry Ornaments like bracelets, etc., although connect- 
■ ed with body, ultimately adorn the soul residing in the 
body and thus give proof of wearer’s taste. A dead body, 
however much adorned, does not appear beautiful, for the 
object of adornment ( i. e. soul ) is absent therefrom 

Thus, no objection ( based on the iroimd ) that there is in- 
consistency between what is said now and what was said 
before shoidd be urUed (a/iainst us). 

Now, Elliptical Comparison is to be divided. It has 
seven varieties. When one of the essentials of Comparison is 
omitted, three varieties aie possible. The first is, when the 
common property is omitted. The second, when the is 
omitted. The third, when the word of comparison is omit- 
ted. A fourth variety is impossible, because, the singly 
IS never seen to be omitted. When two of the essentials 
of Comparison are omitted, three other varieties are pos- 
sible ; the first is, when W and are omitted ; the second 
is, when tW and are omitted ; and the third, when 

^tR[ and H'Wtf are omitted. The omission of any other two 
of the essentials of comparison is impossible ( vide page 11 ). 
When three of the essentials of Comparison are omitted, one 
more variety is possible. It is possible when all the essen- 
tials except the are omitted, i. e. only when the 
is present. No comparison is pos.sible when any other 
essential alone is present. These seven varieties are further 
subdivided into nineteen. 

The divisions of viqggj are first stated ; — 
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II. Elliptical (Shf) 

KARIKA II 

Ka. ii a 6 ; — (This), in the omission of the property, 
is like that, save that the Direct is not possible in a 
nominal affix. 

The ‘property (means) the common (properly).' ‘ Like that' 
(means) ‘like the Complete.’ In other words, is Direct 
and Indirect and occurs in a sentence, a compound, and a 
nominal affix. The only distinction is that the Direct is not 
possible in a nominal affix. For, the Direct is possible, only 
when the nominal affix is used in the sense of i. e. in the 
sense of ‘connection w'lth a common property.’ Now the only 
nominal affix that IS used in the sense of is This 
affix, therefore, cannot convey that sense, unless the common 
property IS expressed. Thus, the affix ^<1, invariably requires 
the presence of the common property. The common pro- 
perty, however, being omitted in Direct Comparison 

is, of course, impossible in a nominal affix 

So in the Indiiect also, is used in the sense of geif, 
only when the point of resemblance is ‘an action.’ Unless, 
therefore, a word expressive of a ‘common action’ is 
employed, cannot be used in the sense of getj. Since, 
however, the common property (action or quality) is omitted 
in Indirect also is impossible in a nominal affix. But, 

there are certain other affixes as and 

which can be used independently of a word expressive of a 
common action. Thus, Indirect only is possible in a nominal 
affix, and that too, when the nominal affix is &c, 

Examples : — 

is instanced in etc. verse 6. 

Here, the common property between the and 

aiJJrf the is which is not expressed’. 

K.2 
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but implied. The connection of this common piopcity ij 
expressed by the woid as soon as the vvoid is heard; 
for, unless this connection is apprehended, the sense of 
is not fully undeistood Thus, this Comparison is Direct 
is instanced in etc. vcise 7 
Here, the common property is and it is expressed. 

is not the common property; for, this property is 
not possessed by ifif — the — whose weapon is known to 

be a ‘lod,’ not a ‘swoid’ 

wsmttrt and tnlTmt are instanced 

in etc. verse 8 

Here, in the first quarter of the verse, the common 
property is which is omitted is a com- 

pound. Thus, Comparison is Direct, and occurs in a com- 
pound In the second, is the common piopeity, 

which is omitted anjtfnJfr is a compound. The word 
although denoting simple resemblance, docs not express 
‘ connection with a common properly,’ nor does it invaiiably 
require the presence of that pioperty. Thus, Compaiison is 
Indirect, and occurs in a compound. In the thii d quarter, 
is the common property, which is omitted The 
nominal affix signifies an object ‘ little less than’, it thus 
results in bringing out the idea of resemblance. Compari- 
son is thus Indirect, and occurs in a nominal affix 

Ka. ii c J . — In the ommission of the object com- 
pared to, it is possible in a sentence and a compound. 

When the ^qtTpT is not expressed. Comparison cannot 
occur in a nominal affix; for such affixes as &c., 

conveying the sense of comparison, are applied only to the 
word expressive of the in the absence of which, these 

affixes cannot be employed. Nor can it be Direct ; for, the 
words fq See,, cannot be employed in the absence of the word 
expressive of the with which alone they are con- 
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nected, i. e. after which alone they come. It nccurs, there, 
lore, only in a sentence and a eompfound, and' theie, too, it 
IS only Indiiect. 

Thus is of two kinds. 

anqf is instanced m etc. verse 9. 

Here, a ‘peom,’ being the object of description, is the 
9*1^; IS the common pioperty ; but no particular 

thing is specifically mentioned as the STRK. 

‘ This requires consideration,’ says Pradipa WhatPradIpa 
means IS this : — Heie, is the for, in such a 

sentence as it is that is apprehended as 

the aWR, ( and the sentence ?T|5rJ3; is exactly like 

Mammata ought, therefore, to call this an 
example of and not of 3'TiIRgflT. 

Pradipa is not right, however. is heie the 

( and not the ); for, is the object whose ex- 

cellence is here intended to be described by the poet. 

Some rhetoricians asRatnakara and others hold that this 
verse is an example of aTfi*r ( a figure where no, exists ) 

because (they say) the woids sT §5?!^ 'T m in the verse 
show that the 3WH is absent. Thus no lesemblance being 
apprehended, Comparison is impossible here. 

But these rhetoricians are wrong ; because, what the 
words a a qr show, is that an is very difficult 

to be found, inasmuch as it can neither be seen nor heard of 
by us. They do not preclude, however, the possibility of the 
existence of an 3q*fR of a superior excellence, although it 
may be inaccessible to us Thus, resemblance is apprehend- 
ed from the verse, which consequently, is an example of 
and not of Mammata, too, has said that 

^'WI’TSHr occurs, when the sqtfR is not stated, and not when 
it does not exist. The is here said to be omitted, 

because it is not here mentioned by its name. 
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Hence those men are also wrong, who consider this verse 
to be an example of ; for, in as in no 

STOfSf exists, whilst, here no aWH is stated. 

// me read and ( to avoid repetition 

which arises in consequence of this change, read ) /or 
this Very verse becomes an example of Comparison 
occurring in a compound. 

When the word of comparison is omitted, Compaiisoa 
is not possible in a sentence; for, it is not appiehended from 
such a sentence asgt^ (where is absent). Nor 

is it possible in a nominal affix. Nor can it be Direct; for, if 
^5, 1^, &c., which bring out Comparison, be employed, 

the omission of a word of comparison would become impossi- 
ble. Therefore, it is possible in a compound only, and there, 
too, it IS Indirect It is Indirect, because, although Wff, 

in the sense of &c., arc omitted, compari- 

son is apprehended from the compound )iy implication. 

Hence Mammata says; — 

KARIKA hi 

Ka. iii a 6 c In the omission of (it) is possible 
in a compound, in a affix applied to a word in the 
accusative or locative case, in a and a applied, 
to a word in the nominative and the accusative cases. 

The word conoeys the sense of Comparison. Therefore, 
when the words such as etc., which convey the sense of Com- 
parison, are omitted, six, (varieties) are possible. One in a 
Compound: two in a — {\) v/hen X.ht applied to a 

word used in the sense of 'object' and (2) when it is applied 
to a woid used in the sense of 'location', one in a applied 
to a word used in the sense of 'subject'-, and two in a ingw — (l) 
when the prefix is [a word used as) an object, and (2) when if 
is (a Word used as) a subject. 
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The first variety is of two kinds; a compound being 
formed of two of the essentials of Compaiison or of even 
Jhree. 

Examples. — WHWIT is instanced in ilcl; etc. verse 10. 

Here, JTC and two words expressive of the 

and the common property, respectively, are compounded. 
The compound is formed according to Papini’s Sutra^ 
(II. 1.55). 

BtfJBnr IS instanced also in etc. verse 11. 

Here, and sir'll?, words expressing the 

the common property, and the respectively, are 
compounded. 

'♦ijJjfcfrtliiil, and are instanced in ’fit etc. 

verse 12. 

Here, the affix ^*1^ (i, c. *l) in according to 

Papini’s Sutra’ (III, 1.10), is applied to a word expressive 
of the sqtrH and in the objective case, in the sense of ‘behaviour 
towards.’ This ^’3 must be considered as used obj ectively 
here ; for, the word in the accusative case shows that 
ffrl^ which is in apposition with it, is in the accusative case 
also. The behaviour referred to here is that of 
(kind treatment &c. ) 

So the affix^iI’P in is applied to a 

word expressing the'aqJlist and in the locative case; that 31^:- 
HC is the locative case is known from the fact that the word 
with which it is in apposition, is in the locative case 
also. The behaviour referied to here is that of 
( roaming without restraint &c . ) 

?mi€t ¥rdfd i 

2. 3lWTiTl^T^I 
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I'he affix Wi; in silfliJH is applied to fJTO, a word e-<piesc- 
ing the , and in the nominative case, according uv 

Panmi’s Sutra^ (III. 1 11); this affix is Atmanepadi. The- 
behayiour referred to here is that of ■ (abashment 

with fear &c). 

This is said to be°ir(^§frr, because, although the compond 
as a whole has a power to express the sense of ‘He 
treats (his subjects) like his sons,’ still, there is no word 
which singly conveys the sense of simple ‘likeness’ of ‘like ’ 

Tliu.s, Piabha is vvioh^ in saying that this is 3|n^^(Tr; be- 
cause, although the affix denotes ‘treating’ and the word 
by indication, conveys the sense of like lus sons,' still, 
there is ho word which has a power to express ‘likeness,’ For, 
according to this view, the sentence would 

also be an example 'of (which it is not), since, here 

too, the word indicates and not expresses resemhlanee. ^ 

and aie instanced in etc. veisftj 

1 . 1 . 

Here, the adverbial affix ap? is applied to the roots and 
ijvhep compoundpd with and Tr^f, words denoting 
similitude, and in the accusative and nominative cases, 
according to Panmi’s Sutra^ (III, 4“r45) The sense of the 
• 15 ^ affix is ‘action.’ T|ie words and prefixed to SW, 
are simply ornamental. > 

Now, the diviisons of f^§<Fn are to be given. Here, when' 
the common property and' the word of comparison are 
omitted, ^T0F*FTr becomes impossible; for, no comparison can 

-JlTfR I ^ifesRI. 
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be apprehended from such words as only Nor can 

there be here, for, if such nominal affixes as 'iiprf &c. 

are employed, omission of the above-mentioned two things 
becomes impossible. Nor can there be here, such words 
as ?sr &c. being absent Thus, this is only Indirect 

and occurs only in a fii’I affix and a compound. 

Ka.iiid- — In the omission of these two, (it) is 
possible in a affix and a compound 

‘0/ these —Oj the common property and such a word of 
comparison as etc. 

I%gtir in instanced in etc. verse 14. 

Here, the affix is added to in the nominative 
case, and expiessive of the 3qqr*T, in the sense of ‘behaving 
towards.’ Although fef, being used in the sense of ‘behav- 
ing towards’ expresses a common property, and thus, the 
omission of the common property is here impossible, yet the 
common property is said to be omitted here, because, the 
affix flriT is itself omitted, ;. e. leaves no sign of itself in the 
verb formed by its addition, by the rules of grammar. Thus, 
although the senses of and SRT are identical, yet is 
not employed, because, it is not dropped ( in remain- 
ing ), and thus in that case, the common property is not 
omitted 

HtIRwr is instanced in etc veise IS 

Here, — the — is compounded with — the 

Hlffl'f, the common property-5tI'?^?=r-not being expressed, 
accoiding toPanini’s Sutra*- ( II. 1. 56 ). 
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(KARIKA IV) 

Ka. iv a b : — In the omission of the common pro- 
perty and the thing compared to, (it) is seen (to occur) 
in a compound and a sentence. 

This Comparison cannot occur in a nominal affix, ami 
cannot be Direct, because, in the omission of ‘the the 

nominal affix and the words &c. cannot be employed. 
Thus, this two-fold division is possible only in the Indirect. 

is instanced in etc, verse 16. 

Here, being the object of description, is the 
The and the common pioperty ‘fragrance,’ are 

omitted. The verse simply declares that it is impossible for 
the bee to obtain another flower similar to The 

possibility of the existence of another flower as the is 

not hereby precluded. Thus, Comparison is brought out. 

If we read f WR, ( for ) this very verse 

becomes an example of 

Ka. iv c : — In the ejection of the word of comparison 
and the thing compared (it) is possible in a affix. 

In the ejection = In the omission. 

This is instanced in etc. verse 17. 

Here the affix is added to — the word e.x- 

pressive of the and in the accusative case, in the sense 
of ‘behaving towards ’ The behaviour referred to here, is 
that of ( thinking himself to be unconquerable.) 

This IS the common property. 

Here, ‘himself is the which is omitted. Although 
here the agent — the man behaving — is the and that is 

e.xpressed directly by the pronoun or, when the reading 
is indirectly through the adjectives &c. 

yet he is the STOtf not in his capacity as the agent, but in 
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liis capacity as the object. Otherwise, the use of would 
be inconsistent; for is ' added to a word used as an object 
This cannot be taken as a desiderative like (gW 

), for, in that case the adjectives &c. 

would be unintelligible. 

This division is not possible in a SF?J^, as in for 

there the agent is the and if that is not employed, the 

sentence remains incomplete. Although in the case of two 
essentials of Comparison being omitted, other divisions are 
also possible, namely, when the and the are 

omitted, as in or when the aWR and are 

omitted, as in or when the and the common 

property are omitted, as in still, these divisions are 

not given here, because no comparison is brought out from 
any of them. Thus there is no deficiency. Pradipa reads 
for ‘This reading’, says Udyota, ‘is 

wrong ; for, has been already instanced in 

&c.’ 

Ka. iv d : — In the omission of three (essentials of 
comparison) it is possible in a compound. 

Of thrce~Of the word of comparison, the common pro- 
perty, and the 

This variety is possible only in the Jndii:ect,"Sueh words 
as &c. being dropped. It is possible in a compound only. 

and aferUTI are impossible here, owing to the word of 
comparison being omitted. 

It is instanced in etc, verse 18 

Here, if according to the rules of the Katantra grammar 
the word gJT be intended to mean, by indication, ‘the eyes 
of a deei’, this would be no example; for, in this Case (the 
compound being solved as the word, i. e. 

expressing the would be present. But when the com- 
pound ( being solved as tfeqi: ), 
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is intended to mean, ‘she whose eyes ave tremulous like those 
of a deer,’ then, according to (Kaiyayana's Vai'tika which says 
‘that) a Word in the locative case or a word expressive of the 
enters into a Bahavrihi compound with another word, 
and then the latter part of the first member of the compound is 
dropped’ , the word (expressive of the is com- 

pounded iwjth and (then the word StT^stsr,) the latter part of 
is dropped Thus, according to this view of the 
matter, this is an example of the piesent variety. Thus, the 
the word of comparison and the common 

pioperty are here diopped. 

Although here a part of the a>T*?H viz. ’Sh' is ret&ined, 
and thus the STHR cannot be said to be omitted here, stilly 
the IS said to be omitted, because the real I’is. 

®I=si*T is absent. 

Bhatta Induraja says that this variety is possible, even 
when everything except the is omitted, as in the 

example Here, (cruel conduct) is the S'#!, 

(harshness) is the common property; these together with 
are omitted ; only the 3'!t!PT — 3T?}:W (an iron-lance) is 
retained; thus, this is a good example of the variety spoken 
of, just now This view is, however, wrong ; foi, afTtf 5?^^ 
is an example of Hyperbole, and not of this variety of 
Comparison. 

Here, (the object) is ascertained to be identical 

lOith Wf; being completely sivallowed up by it, i. e. not 
being expressed by a distinct word of its own. From the 
word 3??!: thus conveying, by indication, the sense of 

‘conduct resembling an iron-lance’, (the word) is 

formed by the addition of the affix 3^ (i. e. 5=fi), according 
to Piinini’s Sutra^ (V. 2*76,), and, is (employed in the sense of) 
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‘one who tries to ^aiii his objects by (means as cruel as) an 
irOn-lance' Thus, inasmuch as identity’ and not ‘simple 
resemblance’ is the point, this ts (an example of) aTm5rJTh'%, 
and not of SWr where ^^^iK~the 

common property, and the word of comparison are omitted If ■ 
this word, however,''be taken as an example of aqwr, the words ' 
&c in the verse qmstfm'rRr &c , would, on the same 
ground, have to be taken as examples of sqJTf; for, there too, 
the word ‘lotus’ conveys, by indication* the ^ense'ot a ‘face 
resembling a lotus’ Now, if these be regaided as examples 
of f^iq? 3qm where (^*3, and are dropped) Hyper- 
bole would have no province of its own. 

In this manner we get 19 divisions of SRf : — 5 of 
2 of aqaH^at, 6 of 2 of qamRgat, 2 of aafam^^ar, 

1 of iqtlqf ar and 1 ot fqmm. These fogef/ier with the b 

divisions of ( make up ) 25. 

Mammata has thus given iis altogether 25 divisions oi 
^qar 6 of 'J'*f?qar and 19 of ^mai. it may, howevefr, be 
remarked that neither the accuracy nor the completeness 
of Mammata’s classification of these divisions, is incontesta- 
ble. For instance, there is a great difterence of opinion as 
to the meanings of the affixes 

sequent inclusion of the divisions based upon these affixes 
under either one class or the other. 

According to Mammata, in and "tig's, it is the 

qpqqi that is omitted, the meanings of each of the affixes 
being ‘behaviour’ — which serves as the common property. 
According to S. D , howvei, in these affixes, it is the 
qq that IS omitted; the meaning of each of the affixes being 
%q"Fq (resemblance). Whilst, according to R. G., inqq^ and 
( not in "tigs), It is both the qm and the mqR'imq that 
are omitted, and although he agfees with Mammata in taking 
‘behaviour’ to be the meaning of each of these two affixes, yet 
he contends that simple behaviour is not sufficient to bring 
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out comparison. Similarly, in , according to Mammata, it 
is both the and the that are omitted. Accord- 
ing to S. D., sometimes, as in it is simply the 

that is omitted, the common property being expiessed by 
another word, as by in the above example; and 

sometimes, as in it is both the and the W that 

are omitted. Again, in according to Mammata, it is 
the that is omitted ; according to S. D., however, some- 
times, as in it is simply the that is 

omitted, and sometimes, as in it is the and the 

that are omitted. 

These differences of opinion have led to considerable 
changes m the details of the classification of the divisions 
of this figure Again, to Mamma^a’s 7 great classes of 
Appaya Dikaita adds one more, i. e. j 

and S. D. adds two others, i e. and titfrqirtrgHT, 

hut does not notice Mammata’s nor Diksita's 

These two divisions of S. D. are not also 
recognised by Appaya Diksita and Jagannatha. These 
differences and additions will be clearly understood from 
a comparison of the various schemes of classification given 
below. 

Mammata’s scheme of the classification of the divisions, 
ol Comparison is as follows : — 

I (6) 

) (1) ■) tlTTW (4) 

A (2) B a^iCr— • (5) 

(3) J (3) (3) 3 tTj^a'hr (6) 

II ^H1 (19) 

1 (7) 

w ^Tttwtrr (8) 

^ \ ^tttrpnr (10) (2) i arraf (1 3) 

' ( 11 ) 
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1 ( 15 ) ( 2 ) 

V ^ir=5WpT- I (16) 

(6) r ^f?Tr (17) F aiT=9W<Wtf®ffl' 

3R*ritS^5irtt (18) (1) 

J (19) G 

D I fimr (20) irt— (1) 

(2) ) g'«nwTr(21) 


1 OTWRT(22) 
1 ^^iiTf(23) 

I ^^^nf(24) 

I OTW*n(25)' 


The scheme ot the author ol the Sahitya-clarpana. 


qjni (6). 


The same as Mammalia’s. 


1 

1 

RRSW— V 

(10) I 

I 

J 

(10) j 
ri) 3 


^HT (2) 

^3Fiinf (7) gr=€iR:gRT— 

%cft "EwremT (8) (2) 

3n4f ^ra=qnT (9) sirw^^BT— 

arnff fRRTnni (lo) (2) 

iTo (11) 

(12) (2) 

3Tr«ff^q^i (13) 
eFRf*ir (14) 

^Ritgwjtr (15) RRfRRiJiHr 

(16) (1) 

(17) 

Ewrertir (18) fRf— (i) 

aRWRT (19) 


7 ( 20 ) 

3 Efo (21) 

1 %T0 (22) 

3 Ef® (23) 
7 (24) 

) 5(1® (25) 


(26) 


I (27) 


The scheme of the author of the Citra-Mimarfisa’- 




1. sifl’ir m ^tpi i ' (ni. 2 

79 ) 5fa Fi#t gORFt 1 ^11^55 ^raqra I 

?i 5 Tr ’ ( v. 3 . 96 ) ‘gwig^’ (v. 3 . 98 .) 

gfq ‘ gis3T ^l^nra ’ ^«315flT 1 t^sfTi: 
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^^0 


^«TT (6) 

The same as Mammata’s. 

(26) 

I Vide Mammata (ll) 

I 2 Vide Mammata (13) 

i 1 55 (|5?)— (14) 
6 Vide Mammata (20) 

1 f&lfjf (ig.)— m (21) 

2 ( 22 ) 

-■ 3 (23) 

'I 2 Vide Mammata (25) 

) 1 5Ri?JTr (26) 

^ 2 Vide Mammala (28) 

3 1 ?wr«fnT (29) 

1 Vide Mammata (30) 

1 Vide Mammata (31) 
1 ?Wt«tTr (32) 


— ‘ m M'-?is^ 55 ii?i: \ 

II ’ 3T5r ^raciT?5qr?4i«^'Ji??i 

va?iTOn%iaf ‘iufiigm tifewg:’ (V 3. 106)?rrf ?Fr4i(?^ra 
mss ^r-^cirai^ffa jwit ^TSBcttos^iqinsni^i^^iiiionJi^Jt ^ 

^r9;q’4s?:^4R'44^>5i^TR''T 51 % i sri ^sacqqr^lscfiqtqnRrgT- 
flw’idspi 3iaqei?r4ira^4q''«5ii34T^f^i§3JiHg?4ii; 1 aisfrifsHtTfir- 
gr^tlTlirflWqgHI I t};TiqT[ift^ar I ^ 

=^^^=513^^ ^ra ?B^T^iq tiq)gqi^K =!3^^an% 

Sim !ll|nmST: I Jl^T. 


(5) 

(3) 

tif=g-^T5ar- 

(9) 


trr m - 
(3) 

WTUfJI^— 

(3) 

^r=a^N^Hr— 

(3) 

( 1 ) 
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Jagannatha notices all these divisions except that he 
pints the three divisions of and (which 

Mammata has included under ^I^rtsiTgRr ) under 
on the ground that in the case of these three affixes, the 
eoinmon property is also omitted ; the property ‘ behaviour ’ 
which IS the sense of the affix, not being sufficient to bring 
out comparison. Thus he gets 6 divisions of Sfr=^Hgr and 6 
of 

Here, Udyota remarks that, really speaking, these divi- 
sions of Comparison are based upon purely grammatical 
principles, and thus do not deserve so be treated in the 
science of Rhetoric. 

Other varieties of Comparison aie also possible. For 
instance, what is called fl'Fsi'TflT {The Garland of comparisons) , 
is {possible) when one and the same is connected with 
many ^'f’lHs; as instanced in etc. verse 19. 

Here, the heroine denoted by Hf is compared to many 
other objects such as and the common 

property (paling) bein^ the same in each Compaiison 

Also instanced in etc. verse 20. 

Here, is compared to and the 

common property being different in each Comparison. 

Again, that is called {the Girdle of Comparisons), 

is zlso {possible) when the of the preceding sentence is 
turned into the sarrfnr of the next, the common property being 
the same or different in each Comparison as before, {i. e. as 
in JrmW). 

As instanced m SfarSTCiT &c. and etc. verses 21, 22. 

Here, in the first example, the common property 
(purity) IS the same throughout, but in the second, it is 
different in each sentence. 

But, these varieties have rfot been defined here, because a 
thousand such varieties might be made out, which it would be 
impossible to describe, and besides, these do not exceed (being 
included under) the divisions given {above), 
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2. SFLF-COMPARISON { 3T!Faf«f ) 

KARIKA V 

KS. V a b c : — When one (thing) only, assumes the 
nature of the thing compared and of the thing compared 
to, in one sentence, it is (termed) Self-Comparison. 

occurs when one and the same thing is repre- 
sented, through a metaphorical difference, as both the 
and the ’aW'f, in one sentence, in order to exclude the possi- 
bility of Its having another thing for its like. Thus, the 
definition of the Vitti is — is that^ where connection 
of the With another is absent. O.thr e Vftti may 

be regarded as simply explaining the derivation of the name 
®l!iraltr. Thus, is absence of connection (of the a'ltiq) 
■with, (of course), another 31*1151. Another 31*?H means an 
31111 other than the 3lltf (which becomes an 3Ht*T here) 
and not other than the first 31in, since a distinct 31ini. 
which we may call the first, does not, here, exist. 

The word ‘one (thing)’ serves to exclude 3iif where 
there are two things. The word ‘only’ serves to bring out 
this additional peculiarity of that, the thing, when re- 

presented as the 311151, is expressed by the same word, by 
which it is expressed, when it is represented as the 3111. 

Thus, 31611 null mR is an example of a faulty SPPH, 
S. D., however, remarks that the sameness of terms is heie 
accidental’ only, and not essential, as it is in a 

The words ‘one sentence’ mean ‘words capable of bring- 
ing out one Comparison.’ Thus, these woids (i. e. ‘one 

1. ^ ) I air- 

iratn I) ” Vide 

3. 1^ ctRllliaci: 1 651311111 I 611“ 
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sentence’) exclude the figure where there are two 

sentences, or, where (as in TtrUT^oiT where, although 

the sentence is one, still,) there are words capable of bringing 
out two Comparisons, TJdyota remarks, however, that this 
phrase does not form part of the definition of but is 

simply descriptive. For a?fp^tr, as its very name signifies, 
aims at showing that a thing has not another for its like, 
and thus, by its veiy name, excludes TTWf^cfJTr which does 
not aim at this. 

The figure is instanced in H etc. verse 23. 

Here, is compared to herself Although 

IS not really different from herself, still, she is fancied as 
different on account of the difference of her position in two 
different places or two different times. Thus the difference 
IS a metaphorical and not a real one 

' Udyota, however, does not admit this metaphorical 
difference of nature as dependent upon a real difference of 
position etc. He says that if we suppose that a thing is 
different from itself, because the two positions of that thing 
are different, the figure would be ^TJTT. The verse JFR 
etc,, for instance, would, according to this sup- 
position, mean,^ — ‘the sky of this place is like the sky of that 
place, the sky of this time is like the sky of that time.’ This 
however, would be nothing but Comparison ; whereas, in 
one thing is represented as resembling itself in order 
to show that it has not a parallel. 

3 Reciprocal Comparison 

Ka. V. d : — The inversion of those is ( termed ) 
Reciprocal Comparison. 

The inversion, i. e. the turning into the and the 

of those, i. e. the and the is 

The words ‘of those’ exclude instanced in 

&c., where, although the is turned into the^TtF^ 

K. P.3 
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still, the is not turned into the 

This inversion takes place, of course, in two sentences, 
since it is impossible in one sentence. These two sentences 
may be either expressed or implied. Thus, the definition in- 
cludes such a sentence as where, although 

the expressed sentence is one, still, the implied sentences aie 
two, namely, that tlR is equal to and is equal to TR. 

The sentence inasmuch as it implies a 

censure ol the ‘moon’, is an example of the figure not of 
3'W^'ttn', since the sentence is one The inversion of the^’T^sj 
and the sqtTH, in Older to constitute 3'IRJII'TR, must atm at 
the exclusion of another (i. e. a third) 3'RT'I, i. e. must show 
that the S'Wtl and the ^qrttq have not a thud thing Cor then 
like. Thus, such sentences as etc. are excluded, 

since in them, although there is inversion, there is no 
exclusion of a third 3'TSIH, the common properties 

etc. being difterent in the different compaasons. 
In etc , however, the common property being the 

same, the comparison of two things twice in two sentences, 
succeeds in showing that the two things have not a third 
thing for their like. 

The name is significant inasmuch as it means, — 

‘ comparing the {of the first sentence) to the^V{^ (of the 

same sentence).' 

The figure is instanced in etc. verse 24. 

Here, there are three examples of The com- 

mon properties in the three examples are 
and respectively. ■- 

Having described those Figures that contain an 
expressed resemblance, the author now proceeds to describe 
those that contain a suggested resemblance. Of these, Poetical 
Probability is the most important, on account of its pre- 
eminent beauty, and is therefore described first. 
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4 PoETIC^L Probability ('Sic^w). 

Ka. vi. a h ; — Apprehending the probahiSity of the 
object under description ( as being identical ) with 
another object similar to it, is what is (termed) Poetical 
Probability. 

BJTj'heans the because it makes the object under 

description similar to it. Alter the words 
should be considered as understood. The object under 
desciiption is always a leal object The is sometimes 

leal, as in 17'IT, and sometimes unreal, i. e. fancied 

by the poet as in etc. 

The teim 3cil8iri etymologically means ‘a prominent 
apprehension of the Thus, it is a kind of doubt in 

which the is apprehended more prominently than 

the 

This probability of identity must, however, be based upon 
resemblance between the two objects compared and a pro- 
perty that is charming. 

In both the alternatives are cognised as equally 

prominent ; whilst, here one of the alternatives i. e. that of 
'3'IiTR, is apprehended more piominently. 

This Figure is fiist two-fold, being either 1 Expressed or 
2 Understood. The Expressed is when such words as g? iRSf 
etc are employed, other requirements of being present; 
the Understood is when such words are not used. It is again 
of various kinds as (a) ( b) (c) qiSrWW etc. 

But all these varieties have not been mentioned by Mammata, 
because, in his opinion, they do not bring out any particular 
beauty. 

Of these, (a) is instanced in 3?^ tj) etc, verse 25. 

Here, the fact of the loUis-like beauty which naturally 
belongs to the feet of the woman is fancied as if it weie 
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identical with the fact of ‘Lotus-beauty having attached her- 
self to her feet through a feeling of joy.’ Thus, inasmuch as 
joy on the part of Lotus beauty is fancied as being probably 
the reason of her having attached herself to the feet of the 
woman, this is The object of the fancy is to show 

the extreme beauty of the feet of the woman. In tins veise, 
the or IS directly expressed by 

the word SJIT, The although not ex- 

pressed, is yet obtained by indication from the same word SIJIT; 

(M is instanced in etc. verse 26. 

Here, in the first line, these are two HrtfSJfs, and in the 
second, there is an SWr In the fiist part of the fiist line, the 
is (besmearing) expressed by the word The 

Jlffl is (pervading)obtained by indication from the same 
word In the second part of the first line, the 9qtrH 

is (showering) expressed by the word and the 
is (spresdmg downwards) obtained by indication 

from the same word 9(^1^. Thus, here the action of 'pervad- 
ing' (of the body by darkness) is fancied by the poet as pro- 
bably identical with the action of ’besmearing,’ and the action 
of spreading downwards (of collyiium by the sky)’ is fan- 
cied as probably identical with the action of ‘showering’. 
Thus, we have here a The object of both the 

^^SJTs is to show intensity of darkness. The difference bet- 
tween the two ^?irrs is that in the first, the fact of ‘daikness 
peivading the body’ is possible, but in the second, the fact 
of ‘the sky spreading coUyrium’ is impossible and is imagin- 
ed by the poet. ' > 

By ®nf^ in is to be understood the act of 

and by ail(^ in the act of is to be under- 

* 

Stood. 

The first line is an example of and not of ; for 
when ^ is used in connection with a verb, it always conveys 
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the sense of ‘probability.’ Patanjali^ says that a verb can 
never express an ; for a verb shows that the thing 

denoted by it is to be accomplished ; whilst, it is only a thing 
that is an accomplished fact that can become an 3TO«T. It 
can, however, become an ; for in we have 

the apprehensions of the verb as denoting an 

Sahketa says ■ — Here the of is to be fancied 

as residing in the the reason for 3rW^r, viz., being 

understood. Now it stHI*! which is itself understood, were to 
be made the then we shall have to search after some 
ollfer leason for it. But the 3q^tf should not be understood. 
Because it is and forms the basis for the HtpiT*!. There- 
fore, it IS not correct to call sqiqti as the 31^ of 3cR8ilT. 

The author of the Alankara-Sarvasva whom Sanketa follows 
says that in the example etc., sijttR etc. are not fancied 

as piohably identical with etc. but darkness is fancied as 
probably identical with agent of ‘besmearing,’ and the sky, 
with the agent of ‘showering’; both are wrong ; for, although 
the verbs and can express agents and 

yet, according to Yiiska, it is the action and 
signified by the roots that aie predominant ; and the 
agents are connected with the actions as adjectives (iW:- 
and this being the case, the agents 

of ‘besmearing’ and ‘showering’ here cannot stand in ap- 
position to another thing, i. e. ‘darkness’, they being subordi- 
nated to the actions expressed by the roots and fT- If it 
be urged by some (i. e. the Naiyayikas) : — “We hold the 
agent to be principal and the action subordinate 
tJJ?;, WO in the sense of a verb ; the agents of 

‘besmearing’ and ‘showering’ can, therefore, stand in ap- 

1. ?r t l iVtde Patanjah on Panini’s 

Sutra (III. 1. 7.) fds=aq?iffcitrra^3i 
Vam. 
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position to ‘darkness’ Thus, there is now no harm ii\ 
fancying ‘darkness’ as if it were the agent of ‘besracanng’ 
and the agent of ‘showering.’ We reply that although in this 
way, identity of agents is possible, still, it is the identity of 
actions that is intended to be fancied by the poet, and since‘ 
this is diiectly possible, there is no motive for fancying the 
identity of agents, m order that, through it, we may fancy 
the identity of actions. 

(c) IS instanced by S D in &c. 

Heie, the ‘ariow’s entering the eaith’ is fancied as it it 
is for the purpose (Ti^) of telling the agreeable tidings of the 
death of Ravana to the serpents dwelling in the infernal 
regions Thus there is here 

Mammata'* everywhere admits by identity. But 

there is no leason why there should not be by dilTer- 
ence. In othei words, as there is nftfnr* 

so there is (•'ir'Jfl'of 3c5»t!itT) also' 

giir is clearly an example of where one 

!. e. S’Sf is fancied as if it were identical with anothei ''^4f 

1. I fiaif ^ 

^ I Pi 

2 . “ i 

g5fT{P5q(gg^iiw[ II ” S. D. X. 

T; 3?^ sr=5iT ‘ ^51 mmr i 

Wdld, I 

dBI% 5’^! I sigcpf sq^lTa^tdt^R cl^dl 

d 'fdidi I ^?«r^qdigTi^wiig. i gd ' ' 

1^51 ^ I (tidBiq ) ‘ sim^iigii. ' 

l R. G.; Pr.; and S. D 
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(. e. '^'3 But etc. and 9T etc. may be as good 

examples of as, according to Mammata, they are of 

In fispqfffTcT etc. for instance, we may fancy the 
piobabihty of the action ('W) of ‘besmearing’ or of ‘shower- 
ing’ as belonging to ‘darkness’ In fact, it is bettei to 

take this as instead of For, when we admit 

the fancy of^'I^I (^4f) as being identical with stlTO (’■5*11) 
nhich is swallowed up by it, i. e. not expressed by a distinct 
word as is, then inasmuch as the subject “tlPT*! is not 
sepaiately stated in the sentence, tt'TH cannot be apprehend- 
ed as the predicate. So in 91 etc. we may fancy the 
piobabilitj of ('F^) as being the cause of Lotus-beauty’s 
(■■■wf) attaching herself to the feet of the woman. So also in 
TPireclI etc we may fancy the probability of the action (99) 
of ‘communicating the news etc.’ as being the fruit or 
purpose of the arrow’s entering the earth. 

S Doubt ( ) 

Ka. V. c t/ ; — A doubt (A) when the difference is ex- 
pressed and (B) when it is not expressed is (termed) 
the Doubt. 

In the Karika, the words tjn aie understood. 

Thus, the figure occurs when the object under description is 
suspected to be something else similar to it. A doubt, in 
order to constitute the figure , must be imagined by the 
poet. Thus, such a doubt as is expressed in the sentence 
59T'S9r 5T, does not come under this figure, inasmuch as 

it IS not striking This doubt, again, must be based upon 
resemblance ; hence |9I 991 is no example of this figure ; 
tor, there no resemblance exists. The difference of this 
figuie fiom 3fir?orr has been already given. 

The word ^519 ( in the Sarika), alone, constitutes the 
definition', whilst, the woids, and give us the 

two divisions of HH*!? — namely, (A) when the difference 
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between the SffH and the H5? is expressed, and (B) when it is 
not expressed. 

The first' division of this figure is furthei subdivided 
into two, namely, (ti) RSPIW ( having a certainty in the 
middle), and (i) (having a certainty in the end) 01 

these, the first is, when the solution of a first doubt is follow- 
ed by a second doubt, the solution, here, must be m the 
form of the ascertainment of the SCWf as different from one 
Thus, the possibility of the being suspected 

as another is not precluded The second is, when 

the solution of the first doubt is not followed by another 
doubt. The solution, here, is the ascertainment of the 
as the thus precluding the possibility of its being 

suspected as another 3qtipT. In the first, the distinguishing 
property is mentioned as belonging only to the 3WR ; in 
the second, it is mentioned as belonging to the HTOf. 

A (a)^€t instanced in etc. ves&e 27, 

Here, and ‘ ?tEKt55?ijrcr, aie thi 

various points of resemblance between the and tht 

various 3qitRs, ITRI*’?:, and ffJT'fT. The various distin 

guishing properties ’EfHlTnrir etc. are mentioned as belonging 
to the Sun etc. — the not as belonging to the king — the 

3*1^. Thus they shew that the king is not the sun etc. 
But although we ascertain this, still, a doubt is possible as to 

1 . \ 

( i3^q 3irasR gq: n 

Tn?if5j?i^5BEr'gR^sfq 3qtn3Ri5[^'>T 
(fltiTit sgcqTJir 

T^sf^rrai) g^; ^ 1 gqsi3?^^^q<n 3rq^JiRqr<oT- 

i viv. 
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whether the king is ‘tire’ or not. Thus, inasmuch as there 
is heie a doubt m the beginning, solution of it in the middle, 
and again a doubt in the end, this is 

If it be said that this is an example of inasmuch' 

as the i. e, the King, is said to excel the — the 

Sun etc., by his possessing innumerable horses etc,, we reply 
that although’ it is true that after the doubt is apprehended, 
the differentiating properties put foith in the verse, bring to 
mind contrast between the 31^ and the 3TJT(?f, yet 

inasmuch as this contrast is dependent upon the doubt, it is 
the doubt that is ultimately appiehended as striking. Hence 
the figure deserves to be called the Doubt and not Contrast. 
Under Udbhata admits only and not 

(The use of the general tvord)^ij^, in the Kaiika 
so as to include under it its two subdivisions 
and however, shows that not only 

(where the is bat also (where the 

IS IS admitted by Mammata. He appeals to 

admit this latter division on the ground that even an expres- 
sed asceitainment is perceived to be striking. But it must 
be noted that not only Udbhata but Bhamaha, Dandin, 
Vamana and others also do not admit of 

A (b) is instanced in etc, verse 28. 

Here, the face of the deer-eyed woman is ascertained in 
its real nature, i, e. ascertained as the face, by the mention 
of the distinguishing property ‘pleasing and amorous speech’, 
which belongs to it, and hence there is no room now for a 
further doubt. This division is, however, omitted by Udbhata 

1. ?! 'gtsgffrfa 1 

VIIST: 1 q«r. * 

2. asrqrl: 
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/or the reason that the ascertainment is not here suil^esled as 
in but is expressed, and as such is not stuking 

B IS instanced in ?Tii etc verse 29 

Here, Brahma is successively suspected as the Moon, the 
God Cupid, and the Spring, owing to the various points of 
resemblance existing between them and (Biahma ) himself. 
But no distinguishing properties aie mentioned. The pro- 
perty ‘dullness,’ that is expressed by the word, ^5, is not 
a distinguishing property It is mentioned only foi the pur- 
pose of removing any doubt as to how, in the piesence of the 
world-creator Biahraa, the Moon etc can be hei cieatnrs. 

6 Metaphor ) 

KARIKA VII 

Ka. vii. a b . — Identity between the thing compared 
and the thing compared to is (termed) the Metaphor. 

The identity here is an attributed one, and is due la close 
resemblance (between the and the ) whose rlisiinct 
natures are not concealed. Thus, where the distinct 

nature of the is concealed, is excluded. The and 

the must be expiessed by distinct words. Thus, 

is distinguished from wheie both the and the 

are expressed by one and the same word/; or, to speak" 
in technical language, ifj'iir WTHT tsejoTi'- is the province of 
’Kqq; ; jfrcifr is the province of The cons- 

ciousness of the false Identity here must be deliberate’ and 
must he accompanied by the consciousness that it Is false 
Thus, where the consciousness of the false 

identity is not accompanied by the consciousness that it is 

1. g f^q^fis5rr i 

^JfRfn'=-zi^Brf^^r it ^ II K. P Ullasa II. 

2. aillRB; I 1 Vam. 
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ialse, is excluded. The identity must he based upon close 
resemblance, not upon any other kind ot relation as that of 
cause a,nd effect. Thus, *15TtT*tr TtTI 'ftheie the woman 
IS called ‘happiness,’ because she is the cause of happiness,’ 
IS no example of this figuie. 

This Metaphor IS two-fold. — Entire (^fi^T) and paitless 

(f^tn ). 

The ¥IfiT Metaphoi is again tvto-fold: — («) Wholly ex- 
pressed ( ) ^‘tid lb) Partly-expressed ( tpptfiilPlsiTH ) 
I'he Metaphor is but single 

'^ihe author now defines 

A (a) ?fttT 

Kd vii. c d • — (An) Entire (Metaphor) is when the 
objects super-imposed are expressed. 

.\s a lule, the subject of super-imposition ) 

must always be expressed in a Metaphor, otherwise, thefigure 
would be.3?(^?fff%. Now, when (all) the objects super impos- 
ed, are (also) like the subjects of super-imposition, expressed, 
then there is an Entire {Metaphor); so called because 

etymologically, is that in which all these things, i. e. 
objects superimposed, ar'e expressed by words. The word 
means 37rKir:tlfnfT It is not a past-passive but a pre- 
sent passive participle here. The plural number : 

also has no special significance heie ; otherwise, a veise where 
there are only two objects supei-imposed, would not be an 
example of 

It is instanced in etc. verse 30. 

The attribution of the nature of a to is here 

the piincipal metaphor, the representation of 5tifrc9If etc. 
under the characters of etc. are all subordinate meta- 
phors contributing to the heigl!tenment of the principal one. 
Thus, the metaphor is here called tSTftr, because metaphors 
are here subservient to one another ; and it is called 
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because all the superimposed objects, both 
principal and subordinate, are expressed in the first three 
lines. In the last line, the employment of the word shows 
that we have got another figure, i. e. 

If it be said that this docs not deserve to be an example 
of for, inasmuch as there is no circumstance here, 
enabling us to determine that the figure is and not 
a doubt arises as to whether the figure is 
or aqirr (?:rw; ?^). Thus, in virtue of this doubt, the 

veisc deserves to be an example of a distinct figure called 
and not of Metaphor. 

We reply that no doubt as to thete being a between 
these two figures in the verse, should be raised, for, there is 
one circumstance which favours the acceptance of Metaphof 
(and not Comparison) as the figure in the verse ; vts, that the 
property which is denoted by the adjective 

belongs only to the object supermposed, /. e, 
as she is an animate being, and not to which is 
inanimate. If this were an example of Comparison, would 
be the prominent thing, and then it could not be principally 
connected with the property of This shows 

that the word is predominant in the compound 

Now the word is principal, only when 

w’e take this compound as an example of solving it as 

^iqrf^r. 

A ih) — 

KARIKA VIII 

Ka. viii. a b : — A Partly-expressed Metaphor ( is ) 
•when they are expressed and implied. 

‘They’ mean ‘the objects superimposed.’ Thus, when 
some of the objects superimposed are expressed by words, and 


1. Vjm l Vide infra. 
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some ar e to be understood by the force of the sense (of the 
sentence), it is so called because it literally is 

‘that ■which is peculiar in one {of) its parts), i. e in which one 
ot the subordinate metaphors is expressed by a word ’ 

It is exemplified in etc. verse 31. 

Here, the object superimposed on is expressed, 

hut stfl^EEr and nfcRtfJr^r. the objects superimposed on 
and respectively, are not expressed, but understood 

{only ) from the force of the superimposition ( 0 / on Ki[) 
i. e (only) when we consider that, andHiaEflf^I being 

fit persons to live in a harem, unless*^ their superimposition 
on and is understood, the superimposition 

of on ’C'E becomes unintelligible. 

Ka. viii. c : — This (is called) an Entire Metaphor. 

This i. e. this Metaphor with the two divisions 
l^tf and ) mentioned above, is {called) a Metaphor 

with parts. It is so called, because in it, there are various 
metaphors, among which one is principal and the others 
subordinate or ( to put the same thing in other words), 
because, in it, the principal object is metaphorically repre- 
sented together with all the other objects that are sub- 
ordinate to it. The word tOT here means a cause. Thus, 

means that where one metaphor is the cause of another 
metaphor. 

Ka. viii. c : — But a Partless Metaphor is (1 ) Single. 

Here, only one object being metaphorically represented, 
relation of principal and subordinate docs not exist. 

B (1) fs: is instanced in etc. verse 32. 

Here, there is only one superimposition, vis. that of tiHr 
on?l*T. No other superimposition, that may be the cause of 
this one, is present in the versa 

1. I ci^r: ajTqV 
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Ka. viii. d : — And (2) Serial as before 
A Serial metaphor la a second variety of af^Wr metaphor. 
The word in Pradipa is a mis-reading for 

Piabha/ howevei, appears to read for 

and understands as The word "33^^ means 

‘like comparison’ which is desciibed before. As in a serial 
Comparison (or what is called the Gailand ot Comparisons,) 
one and the same objects is successively compaied to 

vaiious othei object (31*rRs) so {in a serial Metaphor,) the 
natures of oarious {other objects) are {successwely) attributed 
to one {object). 

The word in this Sutra, shows that the authoi of 

the Kankas and the author of the Vitti aie one and the 
same person For the word* refers to ‘the Gailand of 
Comparisons’ which has been mentioned in the Vrtti ividc 
page 20), and not In any of the previous Sutias. 

B (2) firsT IS instanced in etc. verse 33. 

Here, many things such as a'river etc.’ aie superimposed 
upon the ‘beloved.’ The Metaphor is Partless, because there 
is only one superimposition, i. c that of the ‘rivci etc.’ on 
the ‘beloved’. 

C The consequential Metaphor. 

KARIKA IX 

Ka. ix. • — The consequential (metaphor) is when 
there is a super-imposition of one thing (upon another), 
necessarily caused by the super-imposition (of a third 
thing upon a fourth, and occurs) when the expressive 
word is paronomastic or otherwise. 

Some interpret the Karika thus. — occurs when 
the superimposition of one thing which is subordinate, i. e. 

1. I if^T. 

2. ?lT445Ii; 1 BT^iqiirai: 

q:«RTI^^T|: > miF. 
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■wliich is not the mattei m hand, upon a second, is the cause 
of the supenmposition (i e. of the apprehension of the identity), 
of a third thing, which is principal i. e. which is the matter 
in hand, upon a fourth.’ But this interpretation is wiong; 
foi, according to it, the definition of jjot extend 

to the verse etc. (which is an example of 

Vide page 37), where the supenmposition of fi^?" upon 
which is the matter in hand is the cause of the super- 
imposition of upon who is also the matter in hand. 

ideally speaking, is where one superimposition is 

necess'arily the cause of another, viz, where one superimjTO- 
sitiorTis impossible without the other. The term d hte- 

lally means. — that in which theie is a senes of superimposi- 
tions or metaphors standing in the relation of cause and 
effect. This is of two kinds. — (1) When the woid 

expressive of the subject of supenmposition and of the object 
superimposed, in the metaphor that is the cause, is parono- 
mastic, and (2) when it is not paronomaslic. 

Of these the first is instanced in etc verse 34. 

Here, (^the mind) itself is >1PW {the lake tfiw). 
{loss of wealth ) itself is {opening of 

lotuses) {not seeking of forts) itself is 

{f allowing {readiness to fight) itself is 
{readiness to eat fuel) {love of truth) 

itself IS {hatred of '^Mt). r1r5lt|r {defeat of the 

enemy) itself is ( Arjuna ). Thus, these supenmposiiions 
of tffTO {the mind ) etc. on R'RT (the lake tfRCT ) etc. are the 
causes of the superimpositions of etc. on ^r51!T, 

The words etc. are paronomastic, i. e, they aie 

capable of yielding two meanings each. These words, how- 
ever, being restricted to the significations of ‘the mind’ etc. 
by the context (which is the description of the King who is 
the matter in hand), the senses of ‘the lake HRiEI etc.’ are 
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apprehended from them, through suggestion originating 
in the power of denotation of the words silTO etc. Thus,, 
the word ^^=5? in the Karika does not mean ‘ expressive’ but 
‘ conveying the sense of’ simply. 

The superimposition of the lake tltW on the ‘mind’ is 
founded in this common property that the words meaning the 
‘ mind ’ and the ‘ lake I1R?T ’ are the same. And it has been 
pointed out in the 9th Ullasa, that the sameness of words 
may also serve as a common pioperty for Comparison or 
Metaphot . In other words, these figures may also be found- 
ed on a mere verbal resemblance. 

Although this i, e. the Consequential Metnphor founded on 
a paronomasia, has been declared, by the Ancients, (or accord- 
ing to Prabha, in the 9th Ullasa)* and will (also) be declared 
by us at the end of this Ullasa), to be a figure belonging to 
both a word and a sense, inasmuch as certain words like 
here are capable of enduring an exchange with othei words, 
and "certain others like rtPWf are not, and therefore, al- 
though it does not deserve to be treated here, since hero only 
are treated, still, it has been treated here among 
the figures of sense, in obedience to (the) practice of such 
ancient rhetoricians as the author of who 

hold that a sets aside a (and an 

alone will set aside an ), and who regard 

all to be but an Others^ like Udbhata 

declare^ this to be an which it cannot be 

unless it is admitted as a figure of sense. 

1 I 1 twr. 

2. In — This verse is quoted as an example of 

33). 

3. 3i?qf^rcr I Tt^'^SillCfRirfiT 35% 1 San. 
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The ground on which this is called by them 
IS this — just as when the ‘harem’ is superimposed on the 
‘battlefield’, it cannot be properly connected with the ‘sword,' 
and so implies the super imposition of the ‘heroine’ on the 
‘sword’; so when the ‘swan’ is superimposed on the ‘king’, it 
cannot be properly connected with the ‘mind’ and so implies 
the superimposition of the ‘lake Manasa’ upon the ‘mind ’ 

According to the modern view, however, this is not 
for, here, (according to Prabha'-) superim- 
posiLion of the Take iTR?r’ on the ‘mind’ is by suggestion ; 
whilst, in the superimposition of on 

Uin IS by implication or ( according to Udyota ) here, one 
superimposition i. e. that of the ‘ lake ’ on the ‘mind 
is a necessary cause of the othei i. c. that ol tfT on the 
‘ king Such is not the case in tflFcI 3\ etc. 

The second is instanced inari^H '317 etc. 

Here, upon etc , there are the superimpositions of 
&c. which are expressed by distinct words. Thus, 
the is not here ; the supcrimpositions of 3TIST7 etc. 
upon 333f are proper, {only) when there are superimpositions ojf 
5;^?: etc., which are expressed by distinct words, on etc. 
Thus, here one superimposition is necessarily the cause of 
the other. In both these divisions of vfe have got a 

Garland of Mataphors. In etc , one and the same 

object i. e. the king, is identified with various other objects 
such as W etc. So also, in 3f7 etc., one and the same 

object, i. e. HSf, is successively identified with various other 
obj ects such as etc. 

These divisions are possible even when there is no 
Garland of Metaphors. Thus, the first division is instanced 

5 I IWT. 


K.4 
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m etc. verse 55. HerCj the word is parono- 

mastic, admitting of the two meaninings of a ‘ family ’ 
and a ‘bamboo’; the attribution of the natuie of a ‘ bamboo ’ 
to the ‘ king’s family’ is a necessary cause of the attri- 
bution of the nature of a ‘ pearl ’ to the ‘ King ’. Theie 
is only one identification here, that of the ‘ King ’ wih a 
‘pearl’ and no other. Thus, there is noGailand of Metaphors. 

The adjective etc. is no cause of the attribution 

of the natuie of a ‘ peail ’ to the King; for, it is impossible 
that the three worlds should be illumined by the lustre of a 
pearl. It simply shows that the King is more excellent than 
the peail. 

The Second division is instanced in etc. verse .17. 

Here, ^ — the object superimposed, is expressed by the 
word trr%, which is distinct from the word which cx» 
Tresses the subiect of superimposition. Thus, the is 

not here The attribution of the nature of a to 

is the cause of the attribution of the nature of a to the 
‘King’. There is no other attiibution than this in the verse- 
Thus, it should he understood that the two-fold Consequential 
Single is also possible like the two-fold Consequential Serial. 

Although in etc., the superimposition of 

IS also the cause of the superimposition of g'lPT on 
the King, and although in etc,, the superimposition 

of IS also the cause of the superimposition of 

on Visnu still the Metaphor is not for, in 

each of the verses the series of Metaphors is only one, whilst 
a ijksimwRh occurs only when there are many series of 
Metaphors. 

Although, in a and a where Mataphois 

are dependent upon one another, there are various subjects 
of superimposition, and various objects superimposed, still, 
inasmuch as all these collectively produce but one beauty, 
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the figure ( i. e. Metaphoi ) is but one and not many. In a 
Jngr and a also, although the various Metaphors are 

independent of each othei in their natures, still, they are 
dependent on each other as far as the peculiar beauty which 
IS pioduced fiom each of them is concerned. 

A Girdle of Metaphors, where each object superimposed 
is successively turned into the subject of superimposition, is 
also possible , as instanced in etc. ver.se 38. 

It IS not, however, defined by us as it is not possessed of 
any peculiar beauty as is. 

In a we compare one thing to certain other 

things, in order to bring out the excellence of that one 
thing. Now, when we compare these other things to a third 
set of things, the result is that the excellence of the first 
thing becomes overshadowed. Thus, our primary object is 
.fiustrated. 

7. Concealment ( ) 

KARIKA X 

Ka. X. a b : — Concealment is when the matter in 
hand is denied and another is affirmed (in its stead). 

When ( the matter in hand, i. e. ) the is denied, i. e. 
IS established as unreal, and another, i. e. what is not the 
mattei in hand, i. e. the is affirmed, i. e. is established 

{ as real ), that is Concealment. 

The words exclude where the matter 

in hand is not denied. The words 31^5 HlSJrT exclude 
where, although one thing is denied, no other thing is affirm- 
ed The word in the Vrtti should not be understood 
in its strict sense of ‘ the thing compared, ’ but should be 
understood in the sense of ‘ some thing ’ only. 

1 . ^ 
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BlTfrfrT is of two kinds : — (A) Expiessed and (Ij) 1^. 

plied. Of these the first is instanced in etc. 

verse 39 Here, the unreality of the spot on the Moon is 
expressed by the words 

An Implied is of various kinds. Sometimes, con- 

cealment is brought out by words expressive of a pretence; 
as instanced in etc, verse 40. Here, in virtue of the 

woid 55^5 we apprehend that these are no ‘ man^o-flowers 
with hees on them ’ but ‘ poisoned arrows ’ thus, the unreality 
of the bees is obtained by implication, being brought out by 
the word i3«5 expressive of a ' pretence ’ 

Sometimes, concealment is brought out by words expres- 
sive of ‘ transfoimation, ’ as instanced in &c. verse 

41. Here, in virtue of the woid wc apprehend that 

this IS not a ‘ line of hair ' ‘ hut a ‘ line of smoke. ' Thus, the 
unreality of the line of hair is brought out by the woidlR'Jl- 
JSrf% expressive of ‘ transformation. ' Similarly, it .should h 
understood that this variety { i. e 9TI»Jt ) is possible in 

various other ways. 

Thus, in etc. the denial is implied, being 

brought out by the words ^ ^ Sometimes, the denial 

is brought out by suggestion as in etc:. 

d^wr'4i5fiT?oiqRin# 

2. 34^ lisf^ 

dc^lR WT% qTclU-ild'Jl^ ff%?siJTT=q^t|| I 
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8 . Paronomasia. ( *01 ) 

Ka. X. c d ■ — When, in one sentence, words have 
more than one sense (each),it is Paronomasia 

Paronomasia ( of sense ) occurs, when only such words ns 
hear only one ( general ) signification, or, in other woicls, as 
are capable o£ enduring an exchange' with other words convey 
more than one (particular) sense (each). Such words convey 
more than one (particular) sense, on account of the absence 
of any restriction as that of context etc. The word 
excludes a wheie words do not endure an exchange 

with other words. The word for instance, cannot be 

exchanged with one of its synonyms; for, the latter 
word has not got the two senses of a ‘ horse ’ and ‘ salt 
which the formei has got. 

The figure is instanced in etc. verse 42. Here, the 
sentences etc. convey two senses, each, one applica- 

ble to a particular king named Vibhakara and the other to 
the sun. 

The words etc. bear only one general signification 
of ‘ rise ’ etc. They are liere said to convey two particular 
senses, each, inasmuch as they may each be taken here 
( literally ) as the physical rise (of the sun), or ( metaphori- 
cally ) as the piosperity of the king. 

The second sense cannot be said to be suggested by the 
sentence; for such circumstances as ‘association,’ ‘context, ’ 
etc. being absent, the power of denotation of the words^^^ etc. 
is not here restricted. Hence both (the senses, that applicable 
to) the Sun and ( that applicable to ) the ( particular ) king 
( Vibhakara ) also, are ( here ) expressed. Suggestion is pos- 
sible only when we can deteynine that one sense relates to 

1 sj^rr. 
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the matter in hand, and the other to what is not the matter 
in hand. It is impossible here, because such a determina- 
tion is here absent 

The word only does not endure an exchange 

with another word, and is, therefore,, an example ot 
The words etc. enduring an exchange with other words 
are, howevei, many, and therefore the verse is given as an 
example of Some, howevei, hold too, as 

exemplitying by taking to denote customaiily 

the ' Sun ’ and etymologically the ‘ king ’ (one w'ho elevates 
his country by good government ), and in this way holding 
it as enduring an exchange with such other words as 
etc. 

9. A SPEECH or BREVITY ( ) 

Ka. xi. . — The description of another thing by 
paronomastic adjectives is ( termed ) a Speech of 
Brevity. 

' Another ’ means ‘ a thing which is not the matter in 
hand. ’ Paronomastic means ‘ yielding many senses, ’ each. 
Thus, lo^en a sentence describing {a thing which is) the 
sabject under description, suggests ( another ) thing which is 
not the subject under description, in virtue of paronomastic at' 
tributes ( only ) but not of a paronomastic subject also, it is 
{termed) a Speech of Brevity , because it states two things 
briefly. The is here suggested, not expressed, because, 

the power of expression of the words in the verse is res- 
tricted to the by the context. The word ‘ only ’ in 
Pradipa’s definition excludes where the subject also is 
paronomastic. 

r> 

In the behaviour ( ) of what is not the 

matter in hand is attributed to the behaviour of what is the 
matter in hand. In ^*1^ the nature ( ) of the object not 





NOTES 


55 


under description is attributed to the nature of the object 
under description. 

The figure is instanced in etc. verse 43. Here, 

the word expressive of which is the subject 

of the Verse, alone does not express ( a second sense 
I. e. the sense of — a sense connected with the thing 
which is not the mattei in hand. The words ffT 

etc., expressive of the attributes of the subject, how- 
jcVer, convey two senses, each — one relating to the ‘ king ’ 
who is the matter in hand. It should be noted, however 
that here the adjective alone is paronomastic. The 

other adjective i. e. is simply common ( to the king 

and the lover ). 

The adjectives^ need not be necessarily paronomastic. 
They may ( 1 ) simply express attributes which are common 
to the and the or, they may simply ( 2 ) imply 

Comparison. 

The first is instanced in etc. where the attri- 
butes etc. although not paronomastic are common 

I. e. aie equally applicable, to the and the 

The second is instanced in ^cIST^ir etc., here the adjective 
etc. express attributes of the fuRlW, when the com- 
pounds aie solved as etc. When the com- 

1. t I m 

qqrraqT — 5510^ ’1^1- 

gtSW I ?3(^- 

f^^tr ttg ??irttRa2T(5ira^iW'ci^^'tRT% i BifqRiwraff-- 

sjvii II ’ e?^ yufqqiFrairtpjriq^f T^dsi^T- 

gtqf^fcl vSrllltlFd^Jr 1 Iivir. 
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pounds aie however, solved as the adiectlves 

become applicable to a ‘ creeper. ’ Thus, the account of 
a creeper ’ is suggested in virtue of adjectives implying 
comparison. 

Here, some men say : “ the word ’It in means 

simply ‘ another thing whether that thing is the matter 
in hand or not is not the point. Thus, occurs even 

when the matter in hand is suggested in virtue of adjectives 
expressive of attributes of what is not the matter in ha-ifl. 
For from this variety also, a peculiar beauty is apprehendec, 
and besides, this variety cannot be included under any other 
figure. ” ‘ These men are not light ’ we reply — ‘ foi ’ this 
variety Is the province of a distinct figure named 
instanced in etc. verse 53. Foi the meaning of the 

word occurring in the figuie vide Notes, 

Infra. 

10. Illustration ( ) 

Ka. xi. c d : — When an impossible connection of 
things implies a comparison, it is (termed) Illustration. 

When a connection between two things ( which are 
either (A) two senses of sentences or (Bl two senses of words) 
which is impossible, i. e. which cannot be conceived by 
simply reading or hearing a verse), terminates in the impli- 
cation of a comparison ( between these two things ’ it is one 
kind of Illustration. * Illustration ' ( means ) ‘ citing of an 
instance. ’ This kind of Illustration has further two varie- 
ties . — when the sentences are ( 1 ) different or { 2 ) not 
different. 

The first variety (Al) is instanced in etc. verse 

44. Here, the connection beUyeen the ‘ description of the 
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Solar race by means of my feeble intellect ’and the 'ciossing 
of the ocean by means of a raft’ — which are the meanings 
of the two sentences here — is impossible. This impossibility 
terminates in {the implication of) a comparison, namely that 
■ the description of the Solar race by my intellect ' is as { im- 
possible as ) ‘ the crossing of the ocean by a raft. ’ 

Thus, we must suppose a comparison in order to account 
for the identity between and that is appre- 

hended from the verse. Thus, the Illustration is implied (31^11.) 

In the piesent figure, we have not the apprehension of 
the sense of the verse j/part from the intimation of the lela- 
tion of resemblance. Whilst, in we apprehend the 

relation of resemblance in virtue of the sense of the sentence 
that IS apprehended. Othcis, however, say that in 
the two sentenses are independent of each other, but that, 
here, they are dependent 

The second variety (A2) is instanced in etc. verse 
45. Here, ( the impossibility by the Raivata Mountain hearing 
the looeliness of the elephant) — for, hoiv can one thing bear the 
loveliness of another ?’ — terminates in (implying) a comparison, 
(namely, that the Raivata Mountain bears) a loveliness similar 
to that ( borne by the elephant ). 

Pradipa has given one distinction between this example 
and the former ( i. e. 3i etc.) Another distinction'^ 

is that in the first, the i, e the crossing of the ocean 

by a raft, IS obscure ; whilst, in the second, the HWR i. e. 
the loveliness of the elephant, is well-known. 

Others say that this is an example of on the 

ground that here there is apprehension of identity between 
‘loveliness’ which is an attribute of the i. e. the ele- 

1. sistIi 3#^ 5ajTR;3^ai^rrgcfrr[rtnai^;gq;, 

i ^SS^l: l qvtl. 
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phant, and ‘loveliness’ which is an attribute o£ the i. e, 
the Raiwata Mount. They further distinguish this example 
from the previous example (fi etc.) on the ground that ia 
^ ^ etc , comparison is implied by the sense of the sen- 
tence ; whilst, here, by the sense of a word simply. But 
these men arc wrong; for, here also, Comparison is implied 
not by the sense ot the word^ sissf simply, but by the sense of 
the sentence — ^“the mountain’s bearing that loveliness’. 

It should bo noted that a Garlad 0 / Illustrations is a/so 
possible , as instanced in etc. verse 46. Heie, the 

qurnot:im— has got many — OTJlTctt'n etc. 

Ka, xii. a hi — Intimation of a connection between (a 
thing) itself and its cause by an action itself is another 
(Illustration). 

When a connection (i e. that ot cause and e^ect) between 
a tiling itself (i. e. an effect) and its cause, is intimated by 
means of 'an action’ itself (belonging to that thing), that is 
another {kind of) illustration. 

This kind is instanced in etc. verse 47. Here, the 
connection ( 1 . e. that of cause and effect) between the effect, 
2 . e. ‘the act oi falling’ which is expressed by the verb 
and {the cause ) i. e. 'the obtainment of an elevated position 
by a worthless man,’ is intimated by the act of ‘falling, which 
is expressed by the verb qrlf^. 

‘The obtainment of an elevated position by a worthless 
man’ is the cause of his ‘fall,’ as the obtainment of a high 
situation by a stony particle is the cause of its fall. Thus, 
inasmuch as we get an illustration (i. e. that) of a stony 
particle the figure is Illustration. 

It 

a*iT. 
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The word in excludes intimaiion of the connec- 

tion by mere words-, for, in the example, it is the action of 
falling Itself that is said to intimate the relation of cause and 
effect. Thus, inasmuch as the connection is intimated by an 
action and not by mere words, this kind of is 

under a possible connection of things. The connection is 
possible inasmuch as the stony particle by its own example is 
capable of intimating the fact that the obtainment of an elevated 
post by a worthless man is the cause of his fall. Thus, this 
kind IS distinguished from the first kind where there is Illus- 
tration under an impossible connection of things. 

Appaya Diksita says that this kind of is possible 

even when the connection between any two objects, not con 
nected with each other as cause and effect, is intimated by 
an action of one of them. Thus’ etc is an example 

of this figure; for, in this verse, by its own example 

intimates to the house-holders the fact that they should 
hospitably receive good men, coming to their houses as 
guests. 

11 Indikfct Description 

Ka. xii. c d' — Description of what is not the matter 
in hand, leading to the implication of the matter in 
hand, (is termed) nothing but Indirect Description. 

When the matter in hand is implied by the description of 
what is not the matter in hand, it is 

The adjective prevents the definition from 

extending to where it is th e matter in hand that 

1. 1 hltif'BJirar TTtf Ig- 

i hat. 

2. 31?^ §■ ‘ t 

11^ ‘ '<ii^ qr Hcit 

II ’ I Udyota. 
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leads to the implication ot what is not the mattet in hand. 
Thus, the distinction between and is^ 

that in the former, what is not the matter in hand implies 
the matter in hand, whilst, in the latter the mattei in 
hand implies what is not the matter in hand. 

The author now divides 3TS{^^Sf!TOI : — 

Ka. xiii. G & c — It is five-fold: when the matters 
inihand are (1) an effect: (ft) a cause; (3) the general; 
(4) the particular and (5) a similar thing, and the des- 
criptions are of what are different from these, or of a 
similar thing. 

‘These’ mean the first four things mentioned above. 
'What are different from these’ (mean) a cause etc, i.c. a 
cause, an effect, the particular, and the general. 

Thus, the figure occurs when (1) an effect from a cause, 
or (2) a cause from an effect. or(3)the general from the parti- 
cular or (4) the particular from the general, or (5) a thing 
similar fiom what resembles it is understood, each of the 
former being the matter in hand, and each of the latter 
not so. 

Examples (follow ) in order : — 

The description of a cause when an effect is in question 
(l) is instanced in tTHTH W etc. verse 48. Here the cause 
his wife’s delight at the prospect of his death — is mentionted 
when the effect — what ? hast thou abandoned thy journey — 
IS asked . Here,f% signifies a question, not a cause. Thus, a 
cause is not the matter in hand here; is useless. 

This IS not the figure for although here theie is in- 
ference of a question from an answer, still, the beauty does 
not consist in such an infeince, but in the fact that the 
prevention of his d eparture which is implied by the pios- 
pect of his death prominently brings out the deep affection 
which the husband entertains for his wife. 



j NOTES 

I'he description of an effect when a cause is in question 
(2) is instanced m Tragclt etc. verse 49 Here the 

effect — ‘the Speech of the parrot released by a Iravellei’ — 
IS mentioned, when the cause — your enemies haoe fled sud- 
denly , learning: that you are ready to march — is a question 
The cause is suggested by the effect that is described. 
This IS no Suggestive Poetry; foi, here the expiessed 
meaning is moie beautiful than the suggested one. 

The description of the particular when the general is in 
question (3) is instanced in etc. veise 50. Here ihe 

particular — the improper attachment of a particular fool— 
IS spoken of, when the general — that the attachments of fools 
arc improper — is in question. 

The description of the geneial when the paiticular is in 
question (4) is instanced in etc verse 51. Here, the 

general — ‘the eulogy of those who destroy of their enemies’ 
— is spoken of, when the particular — the eulogy Siilva ex- 
pressed in the from. — if you will remove the pirtef of the 
wives of the Demon Naraka by killing Krsna, you alone (m 
the world) will deserve praise is in question. 

DescriOtion of a similar thing, when what resembles it, is 
in question {5} has three sub-varictes: — (a) when a i. c. 
the fact that the subject and its attributes are expressed by 
paronoinastic words, is the cause, why one {similar) thing 
.suggests another, resembling it; or (b) when a ?ItirenT%, i. e. 
the fact that only the attributes of the subject are expressed 
by paronomastic words, (is that cause); or (c) when mate 
resemblance, even though there is no paronoma.sia (is that 
cause) 

The words »0'T and in the Vrtti mean, respec- 

tively, paronomastic words expressive of the subject as well 
as of attributes, and paronomastic words expressive of 
attributes only. They do not mean the figure and the 
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figure for, in the former figure, both the sensct. are 

either in question or not in question, and in the latlei, the 
behaviour of what is not the matter in hand is atliibuted to 
the matter m hand; whilst, in these divisions of 
the matter in hand is suggested by what is not the matter 
in hand. 

Examples in order '. — 

The first sub-variety (5a) is instanced in etc. verse 

52. Here, in conseqcnce of the paronomastic nature of the 
subject and of the attributes etc , the account of 

a ‘good man’ — who is the matter in hand and who is similar 
to Visnu — IS understood. This is not for, here the cus- 
tomary sense, i. e. of gtWvnr overpowers its etymological 
sense, i c. *a good man’. This, VisnU' — the matter not m 
hand being the customary sense of is first appiehend- 

cd. Then the account of a good-man’ — tire matter in hand, 
and the etymological sense of 3?<fFTnt — is obtained by impli- 
cation itself. 

If it be said, “the etymological sense assisted by the 
context IS as powerful as the customary sense, and thus 
expresses, not implies a ‘good man.’ Thus, inasmuch 
as there is no implication, this is but not 

We reply; — No, for although here both the_ senses may be 
looked upon as it expressed, still, the customary sense 
even though it is isfiist apprehended; the etymological 

sense being dependent upon the context, is apprehended 
afterwards. Thus there is not here. 

Really speaking,’ the poet here principally intends to 
impart knowledge of the matter in hand by describing what 
is not the matter in hand. is subordinate inasmuch as 
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it simply helps the tulfilment of this intention. This being 
the case, the figure should be termed after what is principal 
i. e. and not after what is suborbinate, i. e. 

The second sub-variety (Sb) is instanced in etc. 
veise 53. Here, the subject ‘moon’ is not paranomastic only 
the attributes are so. In virtue of these, paranomastic 
attributes, the account of a iich and a poor man is implied. 

The third sub-variety (5c) is instanced in =lljt 

etc.* verse 54. Here a ‘bad lord squandering his ill-gotten 
wealth’ is in question, ‘the ocean salting the water gathered 
from the rivers and thus resembling that lord’ is, however, 
described. 

^ 1^5 and are heie said to resemble each other, be- 

cause they possess a common property consisting in the lact 
that both the things are expiesscd by one and the same 
word 

Thus, here a ‘bad loid’ is implied in virtue of simple le- 
seinblance between him and the ‘ocean,’ althouth there is 
no paroriomasia. 

\/''This sub-variety is again instanced by Pradipa in 
etc. page 38. Here, a warning to a poet in the company of a 
bad king is conveyed through the description of a woman 
associated with a bad husband. '' 

This third sub-variety, sometimes, occurs, only ivhen 
the suggested sense — which is the manner in hand — is not 
superimposed upon the expressed sense: — as instanced in 
etc. verse 55. Here, the fact — that the prosperity 
of a bad and fierce master is better than his adversity, for, 

2. This verse is ascribed to by in his 

( ^I3JWI55f, 1, p. 139). According to 
it belongs to or See Subhasitvali, 

Notes 89l. 
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in the latter state he becomes more fieice, — is the matter 
in hand. This fact is here suggested by the description 
of the ‘ocean’ through mere resemblance. Here, all the 
adjectives mentioned in the veise aie applicable to the 
ocean as well as to a had master. Thus, the superimposi. 
tion of a ‘bad lord’ — the suggested sense — upon the ‘ocean 
the expressed sense — is not necessaiy; for, the verse is 
intelligible even without it. 

Here, the suggested sense is subordinate, and therefore 
this IS no Suggestive Poetry. The ‘ocean’ is not the matter 
in hand and theiefore its clesciiption is quiet iirelevant 
here. This description, in order to make itself relevant, 
forcibly biiiigs in the suggested sense. Thus, the suggested 
sense, inasmuch as it helps the expressed sense, is sub- 
ordinate to It. Thus the verse is not an cxamplo of Sugges- 
tive Poetry. 

Sometimes {this sub-variety occurs), only when the sii^- 
Rested sense is superimposed (upon the expressed sense)', as in-‘ 
stanced in etc, verse 56. Here, the dialogue of a 

traveller and the inanimate tree is impossible unless 

we superimpose upon the — the expressed sense— 

the character intended, i. e. that of a low caste man dis- 
appointed at the rejection of his hospitality by a good man 
— which is the suggested sense. 

This is not Metaphor, for there the superimposition is 
upon the matter in hand; here it is upon what is not the 
matte r in hand. Nor is this consisting in- the 

(i. e. a good and a bad man) being expressed by the same 
words as the (i. e. and ; for. in aTf^5iqTr%, 

the objects supei imposed (i. e. and ap:) being promi- 

nent, an address to them would be impossible. 
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Sometimes {this sub~variety occurs), when the subjected 
sense is partially superimposed on the expressed sense , as in- 
stanced in etc. verse 57. Here, {reoersion 

of the tongue), (hollowness of the trunk) and 

{rut) are (really) no causes why the bee — the expressed 
sense — should not serve (the elephant), although they ought 
to be stated by the poet as such. 

But when we superimpose the characters of a ‘repulsive 
master’ and a ‘devoted servant’, upon the ‘elephant’ and the 
‘bee’, then (inconsistency of speech), 

(poverty) and (ariogance) become fit causes why the bee 
(by which a ‘devoted servant’ is to be understood) should not 
serve the elephant (by which a 'repulsive master’ is to be 
undeistood). Thus, supenniposUion is necessary in order to 
tender these adjectives intelligible. 

‘The incessant movements of the elephant's pars’ are, 
however, a (fit) cause why the bee should not serve-' the ele- 
phant. Hence, superimposition is not necessary in this case ; 
for, the attribute is intelligible without it. (rut) 

on the contrary, is a cause why the bee should (and not why 
it should not) serve (the elephant). But when we have recourse 
to the superimposition mentioned above, *1^ (arrogance) be- 
comes a fit cause why the bee (i. e. the devoted servant) 
should not serve the elephant (i. e. the repulsive master). 
Hence, superimposition is necessary in this case. Thus, there 
is here superimposition in some parts and absence of superim- 
position in the other parts of the verse. 

Thus, the account of the ‘master’ and the ‘servant’ is 
suggested by the description of the ‘elephant’ and the ‘bee’ 
in virtue of the presence of paronomastic words (in the verse) 
which alone constitute the common property between the 
expressed sense and the suggested sense. 

K. 5 
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12. HYPEBROLr 
. ..KiRIKA XIV and XV 

Vi^ xiy ar^XVj abc>^ 1 ) When a ^bject under dis i 
course Js..j,acerlained ^ (identical~with anothej^,beingy 
swallowed up (or altogetheTtaken, in ) by it; (2) when 
a sul^ej:t_iiHder- dise(a i,rsa isJ[ag^e»'t^ ned as something > 
otber-X than. ordinary )v<3),^en there is a siippositi. 
under a condition introduced by ‘if’.^r^ (4) whyn-- lb 
sequence of cause and effect is inverted, that sliould b< 
understood as (the figure) Hyperbole, j 

Tkaf IS one {kind of Hyperbole), when the is as] 

certained as {identical with) fAc {bem^) swallowed^ np 

(or completely taken in by it), i. e liot being’ expressed by a 
woid different from that which expresses the sqtrpf. Thus, 
this kind is based upon SSJUr. 

Instanced in 5)jii?nTfriP»T etc. verse 58. Here, the face, 
etc. {of the heroine), obtained from the context, ore tiscer- 
tained as identical with a lotas etc. By this ascertainment,! 
the pre-eminent excellence of the face is brought out. I 
This kind is again instanced by Pradipa in etc 

in page 42. Here, the breasts etc. of a woman are ap. 
prehended as identical with a jar etc. 

When a thing (belonging* to one kind) is ascertained as 
(belonging to a) different (kind that is superior), that is the 
second {kind of Hyperbole). Instanced in etc- 

verse 59. Here, the beauty of a woman is ascertaidned as 
belonging to a superior kind of beauty. Thus, a distinc., 
tion is here apprehended when there is really an identity t 

1. I ^Tfri^sE fiiRlq 

I Pr. “ | 

2. Ku. 

I Chan. 
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and is thus distinguished from the first kind where an 
identity is apprehended when there is really a distinction. 

A supposition, 0 / course, of an impossible flung, under a 
I condition introduced by the word or is the third {kind 
of Hyperbole). The thing here is impossible, of Course, 
because it Ts said here to be supposed. Instanced in etc. 
I'^rse 60, Here, According the likeness of the ‘face’ 

the ‘moon’ is not leal but supposed. This supposition brings 
out prominently the excessive beauty of the ‘face.’ Accord- 
ing to however, m the first half, the connection bet- 
ween the ‘full moon’ and ‘spotlessness,’ which does not really 
exist, IS supposed to exist. In the latter half, the word 
shows that the relation of resemblance which really 
exists between and is supposed not to exist. Thus 
this kind has two varieties: — (Supposition of) a connection 
when there is no connection, and supposition of no connec- 
tion when there is a connection. 

The fourth (kind) is when ihe effect is mentioned before 
[the cause), in order to bring out the speedy action of the cause. 
Inversion of the sequence of cause and effect is two-fold; — 
The effect may be supposed (1) to precede the cause or (2) to 
co-exist with it. The first sub-variety (1) is instanced in 
etc. verse 61 Here, the effect, i. e. the taking hold of 
Malati’s heart by Cupid, is mentioned before the cause, 
i. e. the entrance of the king into her heart. 

The second sub-variety (2) may be instanced in such 
a verse as etc. Raghu IV 4. Here, both the 

causes, 1 . e. ‘seating himself on his father’s throne,’ and the 
effect i. e. ‘conquest of the kingdoms of other kings’, are 
described as occurring simultaneously. 

1. 3T«Jii^rd I 1 Pr- 

2 . m =Ei%i 51 3 a;i gtg- 

stg'rJtd 1 Chakra. 
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13 The Pakallfh ( ) 

KARIKAS XV & XVI 

Ka, XV, d & xvvi, ab: —When one common property 
stands twice in two sentences that is (termed) the 
Parallel. 

When a common property is expressed by {two) dijferenl 
words, [for. Repetition of a word has been (aheady i, e. in 
the seventh Ullasa) declared to be a fault], in the sentence ex- 
presssive of the and in the sentence expressive of the 

HTOTfl, that IS ; (so called) because, it {literally) is 

'that where the is a thin)} in the form of the sense of a 

sentence' or, more correctly, ‘that where the common pro- 
perty IS (differently expressed) in every different sentence,’ 

‘Two’ means not ‘two’ only but ‘many.’ and‘twice’ means 
‘many times.’ The word in the Karika excludes 
and ?EF?t where the common properties standing as the type 
(^*^) and the prototype are necessarily two. 

The resemblance intended here is implied; Jlhiijs the 
figure differs from instanced in 3Tlf^ tjqi etc, 

where the resemblance is expressed (by the 

This figure is of two kinds; — Single apd 
Single is instariced in Jirtmi etV.i%ue.,62. 

According to some, this is an example, because the pro. 
perties ‘being treated like an ordinary woman’ and ‘fitness of 
being enjoyed’ are identical. According to others,* this is an 
example, because one and the same property, i. e. ‘unfit, 
ness’ is expressed by different expressions 
and •! laf. The former view is not right, because the 

1. ‘ f# qs?r ’ i 

> Pr. 


word %^y. 
Serial. Of these. 
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common property expressed by and 

rsi?^ is not the common property that is stated in the two 
sentences. Here, the figure is based upon similaiity. It 
may also be based upon dissimilarity between the two sen- 
tences; as instanc^d_in etc and =3^15^ etc. 

Serial should (also) he understood {as possible); 

as instanced in tfR etc. veise 63. Here, the common 
property ‘absence of wonderfulness’ is expressed by four 
different expressions Rwsfi, etc. in four different 

sentences. The last sentence here expresses the 31^ , 
''the fortitude of good men being the subject under di.ccouise. 
The same {i. e should be understood {as possible) else‘ 

where, i. e. in other figures also, as in 'instanced 

in etc. ' 

14. Exemplification (|hF(T) 

Ka xvi. c (/; — Exemplification again is the reflective 
representation of all these. 

‘Of these' {means) ‘of a common property,’ {‘the thing 
compared,' and ‘the thing compared to'). This is not SWI; for, 
such words as tftlT, etc. are here absent. Nor is this ®ftfr- 
for, here the relation of the general and the parti- 
cular does not exist. 

The term etymologically {means)'that in which 

the ascertainment of the mattei in hand is observed,’ i e. 
made with authority. In other words, it is that in which 
the authoritativeness of the matter in hand is ascertained 
by means of induction fiom the example given in the 
veise. 

i%n!sEi?cf!^ RS'ht: s. d. 

2. titn l San. 
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is two fold — being founded upon Similarity or 

Contrast. 

The first kind is instanced in etc. verse 64, 

Here, the common properties and although 

different, correspond to each other in virtue of resemblance 
between the two sentences. 

Thus, this figure is not where the common 

properties are identical. 

Nor IS this also: (1) for, there the commonproper- 

ties are not stated. (2) Again, there the sentences are depend- 
ent upon each other for their meanings; here they are in- 
dependent. (3) Again, there resemblance is supposed in 
virtue of impossibility of connection between the two sen- 
tences, whilst, here it is supposed in viituc of the corres- 
pondence of properties mentioned in the two sentences. 

This IS anJer" Similarity, 

IBF?! under Contrast, however, is instanced in etc. 
verse 65. Here, by reversing this contrast between the 
two sentences, we get resemblance between them thus: — 
warriors fled from the battle-field, when you simply wished 
to take hold of your sword, as particles of dust fly about 
when there is a whirlwind.’ 

15 Illuminator . 

KARIKA XVII 

Kii. xvii : — (1) When the matter in hand and that 
which is not the matter in hand have got an attribute 
mentioned only once, or, (II) when a case-noun (occurs 
only once) in connection with more than one verb, it 
is (termed) the Illuminator,, 

When the property such as an 'action etc., of the matter m 
hand and of what is not the matter in hand, i. e. {of course) of 
{the things becoming) the and the is employed only 
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once, that is one kind of (so called) because it {literally) 
is ‘that which residing in one {sentence) connects itself ivith all 
the other sentences {of the oerse),’ just as a lamp standing in 
the house illiunines the street also. The force of the word 
in the Vrtti is that the property which resides in both 
the matter in hand and what is not the matter in hand, 
itself, becomes the common property between them. Thus, 
in virtue of that common propeity, they necessarily become 
the and the 

Here, the comparison is suggested, such words as etc. 
expressing comparison being absent. Thus this is not 
The suggested comparison is again here subordinate to the 
expressed sense of the verse. Thus this is not Suggestive 
Poetry. This is again neither 

the common property, although one, is mentioned heie only 
once, and besides, the sentences are not here two. 

The first variety is instanced in etc. verse 66. 

Here, the common property ‘cannot be touched’ is an ‘action’ 
and is mentioned only once. ‘The breasts of noble women’ 
are the 3ij#qfs and ‘the wealth of misers etc. are the 3ritn*Ts. 

In etc., the common property ‘darkness’ 

is a quality. 

When a case-noun occurs {only) once in connection with a 
plurality of verbs that is (the second kind of) as 

instanced in etc. verse 67. Here, : — a noun in 

the nominative case and — a noun in the locative case 
are mentioned only once in connection with many verbs 
etc. 

No resemblance is apprehended in this kind which is 
thus distinct from the first .where there is an apprehension 
of resemblance. 

2 
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This very fact distinguishes this kind from 
where also there is an apprehension of resemblance. 

Again, the condition required for the first kind, namely 
that in it, certain things must be StW and certain others 
is here absent All the actions here may be (1) ttfil 
or (2) or (3) some and others Thus, this 

kind has three varieties. The first is instanced in f?afSJr& etc. 
Here, all the actions are HfifT. The second may be instanced 
ill etc. Here, all the actions are And the 

third may be instanced in q-fr etc., 

f%tr4r: STfiltjt:, 

KARIKA XVIII 

Ka. xviu. a b : — When each preceding object succes- 
sively helps the succeeding one. it is (termed) the Serial 
Illuminator. 

The Vftti here is simple. 

This Variety is instanced in 5&tiI*rr|fVT etc. verse 68. 
Here, the ‘bow’ obliges the ‘arrows’ by enabling them to 
‘reach the heads of the enemy’; the ‘arrows’ also oblige the 
enemy’s ‘heads’ by assisting them to leacli the ‘ground’ etc 

One and the same action of ®rWT??T being everywhere 
connected, it is called the Illuminator. 

' This example is criticised by Jagannatha who considers 
it to be a variety of because in this verse the two 

important factors which go to make up the viz., 

and are absent. 

1 • I 

5^ !% R 5f|55(q;^tra, i R.G. 

2. JTiirt qig 1 

II R. G. 
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jjffjfwr etc. are not separately defined, because they 
possess no other peculiarity than this, that one and the same 
is connected with many 5T*TI^s. 

is, howevei, separately defined, because of the 
additional peculiarity found in this figure, i. e. that there 
many things, helping each other, and the virtue of this 
mutual connection, forming a series, are described as con- 
nected with one attribute only. 

16. Equal Pairing (at-qsirfirar) 

Ka, xviii. c (I : — When the J_cpmmon ) property of 

either only the matters in hand, or only what are not 
the matters in hand, is (merttioned) only once, it is 
(termed) Equal Pairing. 

The Vrtti here is simple. 

The common property is either an ‘action’ or a ‘quality’. 
In the common propeity of both the matter in hand 
and what is not the matter in hand is expressed only once; 
here, of either the one or the other, not of both. Similarity 
IS here implied as in5tTl%^®B. It is, however, distinguished from 
by the fact that there stiikingness lies in the supe- 
riority of the over the STqf'T, and not in the apprehen- 
sion of resemblance as here. The word shows that the 
figure does not occur in the verses 3^^ etc. and in 

etc.; for, in the first of these, different properties 
are expiessed as connected with different objects, and in the 
second, one property is expressed many times. 

a’5i'%%WT3ta II k. P.il. 

2. ^fSr Tigl: ng Tfgf i 

* 1 % 351 •' 
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The first variety is instanced in ^r4 etc. verse 69, 
Here the property ‘announcement’, is mentioned as th« 
property of the ‘face etc. (of a woman under separation)' 
which arc here the matters in band, and not as that of the 
‘disease’ which is the matter not in hand here. 

The second variety is instanced in etc. verse 70, 

Here, in the first half, the property ‘ contempt ‘ suggested 
by the word ^ is mentioned as that of the ‘lotus etc.’ onlj, 
which are not the matters in hand, they being the things to 
which the eyes of the women are compared. In the same 
way in the second half, only one property ‘conquest’ is men- 
tioned as connected with ‘nectar etc.’ only, which are not 
the malteis in hand, the face being compared to them. 

etc., and aTOrl. etc. aie apiprehended as similar to 
each other, through the properties of ‘being contemned’ and 
‘being conquered’ respectively. 

This is not an Implied Comparison; for, strilangness 
here does not lie in the apprehension of resemblance only, 
but in the connection of many things with one property also. 

Jagannath observes that does not deserve to be a 
figure distinct from For, the strikingness due to 

the connection of one attiibute with many things is the 
same in both. It is true that a distinction exists between 
the two figures, i. e. that in the things are both 

and 915?^ whilst in they are either or SRTfff, 

Still, this distinction, being a minor one, is not sufficient 
to make and two distinct figures. For, ii 

such a distinction be allowed to be sufficient for justifying 
the distinction of one figure from another, the two divisions 
of would also have to be made two distinct fi- 

gures ; for, in these divisions also there is a distinction, i e. 
that in one, the things are purely We should, there- 
fore, admit one figure only, i. e. defining it as 
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"connection of one attribute with many things’ and dividing 
it into the thiee kinds, viz (1) when the things are tJfcTi 
{2) when they arc 3151^ and (3) when they are both 
and 3T5?^. 

Again, a separate definition of is unnecessary. 

For, the definition given m the first line of the Kanka ap- 
plies to both the divisions of A may also be look- 
ed upon as a Thus, which is the definition 

of the first CftRi, is applicable to also. 

Again, the verse etc. is not a good example 

of For, the essence of and is a 

suggested resemblance. Here, the various actions 

etc., although connected with one ^K% are not yet in- 
tended to possess resemblance. Even though it be persisted 
that there is a resemblance among the various actions men- 
tioned in the verse, still, inasmuch as well these actions are 
purely 51^, the verse deserves to be an example of 

where all the things are allowed to be either 5ppf or 
3151^. It is true that Mammata does not admit 
tir as a division of But, there is no reason why 

the principle on which is distinguished from 
should not be accepted in admittting as distinct 

from But, inasmuch as we have now made Il’W 

and one =f;rT^?(l'RR should be made a sub-division 

of getjsJifJlrll. Thus, should be divided into two 

kinds ; — (l) where the is a and (2) where the is 

other than a Each of these two kinds should again be- 

sub-divided into the above mentioned three kinds, i. e 
(a) where the things are (b) where they are 
(c) where they are both and 

If it be held that no resemblance is required for divi- 
sion (l), then Mammata’s example etc. would 

do. If it, however, be held that resemblance is necessary 
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for It, then the verse 'ffg' etc. looked upon as containmjr 
the eulogy of a king should be regarded as an example of it. 

17. Excellence ( ) 

KARIKA XIX 

Ka. xix ab: — The superiority over the thing compared 
to, of what is different from it, alone^ is Excellence. 

‘0/ what IS different from it,' (means) ‘of the thinii cnm~ 
pared.' The term etymologically (means) ‘supcnonfy 

due to the possession of supeiior attributes piominently 
brought out.’ 

The word shows that is no example 

of this figuie ; for, i!§5[ is not known to be an ob|ect to which 
the face is compared, but is an object to which the eyes are 
compared. Thus, is not an 3TJfR here. The woid 
shows that ^Sl*' also, is no example, foi al- 
though theie the excellence of the consisting in the 

fact that It is made the is suggested, still, there is no 
word there which brings out that excellence prominently. 
Such a word is however, present in As for what is 

said by some one (i. c. Rudrata, vii-89-yO; Ruyyaka, p. 78 
T s .s edn. ):— should be defined as the ‘superiority 
of the 3<TfrR over the or of the 3’<T^5r over the g’qrsRH ’ 

How otherwise, can be instanced in tjT'Jt cfc.; where 

!, is described the superiority of the — ‘the moon’ eonsist- 

'* ing in the fact that she waxes again even though she has 

1 - ^9 

r%gtftT spr suRdr^r raqiitraw 

I R. G. 

2. sf I h g I wr i 

3. I giq gtaiirq ^t^iq OTqr5ftqi^'>mgxR^5iifq- 

tiRTiq f^^qriw'qq;2ii®^T*nqi5iif^5irTffr: i si^r. 
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wiincd, over' the 3TO5C| — ‘youth' — ^vvhich when once fjonc does 
not come hack again ?” it is not t'l^ht for, the things tliat arc 
contrasted here aie not the ‘moon’ and ‘ycnith,’ hut their 
‘declines.’ The ‘decline’ ot the moon is inferior inasinuch as 
it is again superseded by ‘increase’ The ‘decline’ ol youth 
is howevei, superior inasmuch as it is not again supciseded 
by ‘growth.’ Thus, here the superiority of the instahilily of 
‘youth’ (over that of the ‘moon’) is what is intended (by the 
poet). Hence, Rudrata’s statement that occurs (even) 

when the is superior to the 37^ is meaningless. 

Ruyyak and, Kuvalayananda however, say that the 
veise etc. is an example of that kind of Excellence 

where the 3qip{ falls short of the 3qRH. But they aie not 
right. For, the Excellence intended in the verse is that of 
the king whose grief indicates that he has ‘sentiency’ and 
‘feeling’ — attuhutes not possessed by the A.soka tree. 
‘Excellence’ heic means possession ot an attiihute favmaable 
to the sense of the sentence that is the matter in luuul,’ The 
‘stale ot separation from his beloved’ is the mattci in hand.’ 
To this the ‘sentiency which renders ‘grief under separa- 
tion’ possible is favourable. Thus, Excellence must be 
recognized as a distinct figure: the strikingness is positive, 
not merely negative as held by the author of the Dhvani ivho 
says that what is striking here is the absence of the figure 
Comparison. See T?rfT>IT’?T, pp 353-355 where this point is 
examined in detail. 

So also in the verse etc., dejection of Nala 

through self-disagreement is the matter in hand, winch is 
contributed to, by ‘the infenority of the office of a 
messenger.’ 

He now states all the divisions of the figure: — 

Ka. xix. a6 & XX cd : — In the mention of the (two) 
grounds in the three cases of the non-mention (of these); 
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when (the idea of) resemblance is conveyed by a word 
or by (its) sense or when it is suggested; so many when 
the word is paronomastic. Thus, three times eight. 

The grounds of Excellence are (two)- — The ii?'oand of 
superiority residing in the and the ground of inferiority 

residing in the ^ITR. When both of these are mentioned 
there is one variety and when any one of these (i. e. either th 
first or the second) or even both are not mentioned, there at 
three Varieties of Non-mention. These four varieties {occur 
when the relation of the thing compared and the thing compaP-- 
ed to is (directly) conveyed by such ivords as etc., in 
virtue of the power possessed by these vvords. Only foith 
varieties mentioned above (occur when that relation is convey- 
ed) in an indirect mode, i. e. by such words as 3^ etc. il< 
virtue of the power possessed by the senses of these words* 
and so many (i e, four) only, (occur) when rcsemhlance it 
suggested. Thus, we get twelve (varieties) (All) these varieties 
(occur) in (the presence of ) a paronomasia also, as tn the, 
absence of a paronomasia. Thus, we get twenty-four 
varieties. 

Examples in order : — 

The first variety is instanced in etc. verse 72. 

tlere, both the grounds, of i. e. ‘ great fortitude ' 

belonging to the king — the — and 'worthlessness’ be- 
longing to an ordinary man — the — are mentioned. 

The ‘absence of pride in the king’ constitutes the point of 
his superiority over an ordinary man. 

In this Very example again, by leaving out the words 
and either successively or simultaneously, and by 

reading the second line as 

’T?T3^:. and sT 

respectively, the next .three varieties 
(are obtained). The same, i. e. three varieties should 
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hr nnJrfi^tood in the other (oaricttes also of thi^ fijiure.) Hen; 
ihe ivoril heinji present, resemblance Is exprcssril. 

The fifth vunely /s instanced in etc. verse 7 i. 

Here oivm^ to ( the employment oj the affix ) in the 
.•fense of 1 esemblance is implied. The grounds of supe~ 
,’sionty and inferiority are both mentioned. The next tin ee 
.jtrieties can be obtained in this example also, as in thefoimer, 
iV reading the second Imc as ^ fiEPm:, 

..,^r?tr?p'33rR=tH and ^ 

»lCrof^;, respectively. 

1 The ninth variety is instanced in §*^^1 etc. verse 74. 
Here, in the absence of the words etc. and 5^ etc., 
I'^semblance is hut suggested by the expression ‘timmph over 
the stained moon.’ The grounds of superiority and inferiority, 
i. e. 'Spottlessness’ and ‘Spottedness’ aic both mentioned 
** The next three varities can be obtained in tbi.s example 
hlso, by reading the second line as 

1^*1, respectively. 

If it lie said that the eight divisions of aru^fr Btff%V;'-K 
(both paronomaatic and un-paionomastic) are possible in a 
5tfJTr<Wr also; for the words wfa, etc. 

which suggest also suggest Comparison; we reply : — 

No, for, although these words suggest Comparison, yet inas- 
much as they are quite necessary to bring out superiority^ 
the examples in which these words occur should be with- 
drawn from the province of and should be consider- 
ed as those of only. 

In all these 12 varieties Paronomasia is absent. 

The I3th variety occurring in a Paronomasia is instanced 
in f^f^qrtqr etc. verse 75. tHere, resemblance is expressed 
(owing to the employment of) the affix qs in the sense of 
The grounds of superiority and inferiority, i. e. ‘extreme 
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closeness of connection’ and ‘h-agdity’ are both mentioned, 
and the word meaning a ' quality’ and a ‘fibre’ is 
paronomastic. 

The other three varieties can be obtained in this 
example also, by reading'the second line as 

?r tim^r^igoir;, respectively. 

The 17th variety is instanced in etc. verse 76. 

Here, resemblance is implied owing to the employment 
of qif in the sense of 5^. The word is paronomastic 
meaning either an ‘art’ or ‘phase’. The grounds of super!, 
oiity and inferiority, i. e. ‘disppearance of ^1 (phasesj) 
and ‘non-disappearance of (arts)' are both mentioned. 

The next three varieties can be obtained in this example 
also, by reading the verse as 

51 stgvTtfiiiq; ii 

and «i|s5rr'^JTins'^'T «ilwrgsin1r^»T: i 

sf f^?q?rr ergqifqt'T: H 

respectively. In the fiist the word is paronomastic, in 
the second, and in the third, ( meaning 

eith^ ^wn'T'fT or 

Pradipa, however, says that the third variety (whcie the 
grounds of superiority and inferiority are omitted simultane- 
ously) is impossible here, because and 

being the grounds of superior!^ and inferiority here if these 
are not mentioned, ParonomMia will be without a resting 
(places ■whilst, the varieties based on a paronomasia occur only 
\when a word ( such as ) expressive of a property 

.which becomes the ground of superiority or inferiority (such 
a? g’>l in etc,.), or a word expressive of a thing 
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posscssod of such •.! property la paionomaslic Thus, uccorcl- 
mg to lus only 21 v.iiietics 

Serial is also fiossible like Serial at%'-«Hqqf Us 

varieties also should be unclcrslood similarly (i. c. in the above 
mentioned mannci). One only wc may exemplify in 
etc. verse 77, in order to show the way in which others may occur. 

Here, qH is {used) in the sense of 35^1. Thus, resem- 
blance IS aTM. The words fSftlq etc. are paronomastic. 

etc. are the gqqHs. Here. f^qJ7|fac^ the giound of 
mfeiioiity is mentioned, the giound of superiority 

is not mentioned 

The 21at variety is instanced in etc., verse 78. 

Here, in the absence of such wouls as etc, and getf etc., 
resemblance is I ut implied. 'I'lie word trrrqH is paronomas- 
tnr, so also ttitiq. The grounds of superiority, ami mfciiouty 
i e and tTHWe-r’ lespectively, ai e both ineii- 

tiuned in the first half ot the verse. 

The next three v.irieties cun be obtaineil in this example 
also by reading tlic first line as iBTOBiKqTOf 

lespectively . Wjpon this Udyota,’ however, remaiks that in 
the paionomastic divisions of sqriT’iqt, the word expressing the 
contrasting piopeity itself should be paionomastic and not 
any word in the veise, as Mammata uppers to think. Thus, 
m this way the three vaiicties m which both the grounds arc 
simultaneously omitted are impossible. The three varieties 
are; — Expressed, Implied, and suggested. Thus, according 
to him, has 21 varieties only, Prabha*__wrongly says 

1 . f^“cJiii; I 3'qraqtiRj!^ wijsqiigg- 

I g 51^ f 5]Tiq RScJliig i 

2. st^tl-gqigigfg I %q^a5gqi^IJ15fq|q^^: t 31T- 

I THl. 
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that this very opinion is expressed by Pradipa in 

This variety is also possible wheie, even in the absence 
of such words as hRSh, etc,, the resamblancf' is sug- 
gested by paronomasiic adjectives; as in etc verse 79 

Here, even though such words as etc. anJ'^^ etc {and^^i^ 
etc. also) are absent, still resemblance is apprehended as sug- 
gested in virtue oj Paronomastic adjectives such as etc. 

Thus other varieties also similar to these are possible, 
when two separate words capable of being substituted by one 
paronomastic word are employed, one as an adjective^ to the 
and the other as an adjective to the 3W|ST. They, too, 
should be understood in this very manner. Thus, for instance 
in etc., ‘ extreme sweetness’ is connected separate- 
ly with the S'TOtr, i. e. ‘the lips;’ and the i. e ‘nectar, 

etc.’ by two separate words and 3TtJrT etc,; so also in tff’ 
the word capable of yielding the two senses of 
and is substituted by two words (meaning 

tntiqRT) and mu (meaning In all these examples, 

the form of excellence — ^‘ihis is superior to that’ — 'is implied. 
It is however expressed in Jf fqqiqi qrliJ, I 

etc. 

1. I 

' q;: ^fi 

I 

m 3iTrn%5 

2. qi I 

fiqgi clt II San. 
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IS. PaRAU'PSIS (STTfSI*?). 

Ka. XV. c d, & XXI. n h — Tlie denial of wbat is (really) 
intended to be .said, with a view to intimate something 
in particular, is considered Paralepsis; (and is) two- 
fold: as pertaining to (1) what is about to be said 
and to (2) what has been said. 

The denial, i. e. the pretended denial of what is intended 
to be said, i. c. of v/hat, beinil the matter in hand, cannot be 
left unsaid, for the purpose of intimating something m patti* 
cular, which is (in the case of what is about to be said (ini' 
possibility of speaking {further), or (in the case of what has 
been said) ‘well-knownness,' is {termed) Paralepsis-, {and it is) 
of two kinds-.— {[) pertaining to what is about to be said and 
(2) pertaining to what has been said. 'J'he denial being merely 
verbal implies that the thing which is pretended to be de- 
nied is really intended to be affirmed. 

Some say that the figure occuis even when something 
intcmled to 1)0 clone is foregone; as instanced in ifi gt[Tr 
H J( cnnfl acfHn, Here, the foregoing of the act of 
description displays the indescribahleness of the object 
under desciiption. 

Examples in order : — 

The fiist variety is instanced in « etc. verse 80. 
Here, the fact ot ‘ the excessive misery of the heroine 
brought on by separation,’— which is really intended to be 
conveyed by the speaker who is the friend of the heroine — is 
suppressed by her, in order to suggest that she is unable to 
desciibe it in detail. The fact of 'excessive misery’ which 
is suppressed, is not told but is to be told, and therefore, 
the figure is 

The second variety is instanced in etc. verse 81. 

Here, the fact that ‘moonlig&t and other such cool sub- 
stances torment the heroine under separation’ — which is 
really intended to be conveyed — is denied in order to sug- 
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gest that the fact is well known. 'The tact ol ‘toimeiU 
being already told, the hguie is 3^fc}qtf. 

19. Pi'cuLiAR Cassation ). 

Ka. xxi, c d • — The manilfestation of an effect, even 
though a cause is denied, is termed Peculiar Causation. 

According to the gramma nans, an action alone is a 
cause. Hence the word in the Karikii is used m its 
etymological sense of ‘that by which anything is efl'ecteci/ 

(. c a ‘cause.’ Thus, (occHrs) when, ex)en m the ab- 

sence of an action which is a cause there is the manifestation 
of its effect. But' such a thing as aiRilT etc also may be a 
cause. Therefore, leally speaking, should be defined 

as that where, although a cause (that is well-known) i® 
absent, the effect is said to be present. The production ot 
an eftect without a cause is not inconsistent, ioi the denial of 
a well-known cause supposes that the clTect is piodutcd in 
virtue of its peculiar nature or by some other cause (whicli 
is hidden). 

In etc., tlieie xs ppcfTT^l inasmuch as the ellect, 

i. e ‘conquest,’ has been repiesentcd as pioduced in the ab- 
sence of its causer, e. ‘shaip weapons.’ is subordi- 
nate there, not piinclpal This figure is not although 

there IS apparent contiadiction in the production of an 
effect without a cause, and its removal by the supposition of 
the presence of anothei obscure cause. For, in two 

equally powerful things aie apprehended as opposing each 
other; whilst here, only the effect is apprehended as opposed 

1. I SFF. 

2, This verse — 

cisnfr >< 

is an example of according to 

324.) and^|5ti(g?;^qgi^051¥f^,iilj p. 431.Floi3I. edn.) 





NOTl'S 


85 


by the iihaeiiee of llic (..luse, hut the .ibsence ot the Ciuise is 
not appiohemled as opposed by the effect ]'’oi, here the 
effect^ is laiitled and the absence of the cause is real. Now 
what is fancied is opposed by the real, but the le.il cannot 
be opposed by what is iaiicied. 

The figuic is instanced in etc. veise 82 Here, in 

the absence of the causes, ‘beating by the creepers etc.,’ the 
effects, ‘pain etc.’ are pioduced owing to the state of separa- 
tion of the Heioiiie. Here, although the pain produced from 
the obscure cause, i, c ‘separation,’ is different from that 
produced fiuni the ‘ beating by the creepers, ’ yet it is 
identified with it. This identifiealion is at the bottom, of 
this ligure.No H is ol the nature of an in the present 

verse ; in tlie veisc I 3ixrf%^ 

II It is ot the natuic of a 

In the apparent con- 

tradiction involved in ‘led feet without lac’ is duo to the 
redne.ss ot the foci being natural. By ‘the absence of the 
cause’ is to be understood the presence of a counteracting 
agent also. Thus, the figure occurs in fgtqrf UiflT- 

ahso, inasmuch as the effect ‘fiuruing’ is theie produced 
even in the picscncc ot an ‘umbrella’ the counteracting 
agency. 

'J'he term etymologically means that which 

supposes another cause (of couise, obscure).’ Thus, those 
men aie wrong wlio say that the pioduction of a cause from 
an effect is also (^^1151=11. 

The figure is of two kinds: — (1) where the obscure cause 
is not mentioned and (2) where it is mentioned. "The first 
kind is instanced in etc. 

The second kind may be instanced in etc. Here, 

‘youth’ the obscure cause of ‘tormenting’ is mentioned. 

1. frm:, rr i 

sBfetrdfq:fci; ^ ii R. G. 

2. I 
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20. Peculiar Allfoation 
KARIKA xxii 

Ka. xxii, a h — The non~mention of the effect in the 
presence of entire causes is (termed) Peculiar Allega- 
tion. 

(occurs) when even though all the (well-knawn) 
causes are (said to be) present, the effect is said to be absent. 

The plural of has no particular significance here. 

The representation of the absence of the cftect in the pre- 
sence of its cause implies that the absence of the effect is 
due to some cause that is hidden. Thus, there is no incon- 
sistency. 

The term litcially means ‘mention to intimate 

some thing in particular.’ 

The absence of the cftect is said to he due to some 
cause; now is threefold: according as (this) cause is 

(a) not mentioned, (b) mentioned and (c) inconceivable, 

Examples in order : — 

The first variety (a) is instanced in Rcfr etc. verse 83. 
Here, ‘the removal of drowsiness,’ ‘the rising of the Sun,’ 
and other like causes (that are well-known) are present, and 
yet their effect, ‘the loosening of her clasp’ is represented as 
absent. This is due to ‘the excess of her affection for her 
lover’. This cause, however, although capable of being 
clearly mentioned, is not mentioned here. According to 
Cakravarti,^ the cause is ‘inability to move owing to the 
exhaustion caused by sexual intercourse.’ 

The second variety is mentioned in far etc. verse 84. 
Here, the cause, ‘ burning of the body ’ which is well- 
known, is present, and yet the effect, ‘the loss of power,’ is 


1. 3151 f%Fci;fTJiril% I Chakra. 
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abscvit. 'I’liia is due to Cupid's irresistible power. This 
cause is mentioned here. 

According to Bhaskara, Cupid resembles 'camphor' only 
in the point of ‘being buint’, and not in the point of ‘being 
powerful also. According to Pradipa, he resembles ‘cam- 
phor’ in the point of ‘ powerfulness ’ itself; ‘ for says 
he ‘when camphor is slightly burnt, it produces great 
fragrance, as described in the verse etc.' 

The third variety is instanced in ^'K: etc. verse 85 

Here, ‘the destruction of the body’ is the well-known 
cause of 'the loss of power.’ That cause is present, and yet 
the effect is absent. The cause of the absence of this effect 
cannot he clearly stated, and hence it is inconceivable. 

Although here the cause is not mentioned, as in the 
first variety, yet this vaiiety is distinguished from it by the 
fact that iheie the cause which is not mentioned is such 
that it can he known fiom the context etc. whilst here it 
cannot be so known. 

21. RELATIVE ORDER { ) 

Ka. -xxii, cd: — An orderly connection of objects 
successively mentioned is (termed) Relative Order. 

When two or more sets of objects, mentioned in order 
aie connected with each otlicr in the same order in which 
they are mentioned, it is 

The figure is instanced in etc. verse 86. liere 

the set of objects — and — is, connected 

with another set of objects rTTT, and — and with the 

third set of objects — and — in the same 
order in which these sets are mentioned. 

Although this does not deserve to be called a figure, 
inasmuch as in it the element of poetic imagination that con- 
stitutes the very essence of 3 figure, is completely wanting, 
yet the respective connection of many objects in one verse 
constiutes a stnkingness, and thus it is recognized as a figure. 
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22. CORHOBOKATION { ) 

KARIKA XXIII 

Ka xxiii; — When a general or a particular is 
strengthened by its opposite either under a resemblance 
or its opposite, that is (termed) Corroboration. 

When a general is con ohorated by a particular, or a parti- 
cular by a general, either under a resemblance or a contrast, 
it IS 

The term literally means ‘the adducing of 

an example to establish cither a general or a particulai 
proposition the truth of which appears to be impiobable. 

This figure is distinguished from ISPrl by the fact that 
there the strengthening is ot the general by the general, and 
of the particular by the paiticulai ; fiom aiafiH by the fact 
that the invaiiable concomitance between the and the 

IS not directly expressed here; and also by iliefacl that 
inference is here drawn by the hearer, and not as m STltfR 
by the poet through the mouth of another speaker; and from 
5friBqj%iT by the fact that theie the relation of the geneial 
and the particular is absent. In according to 

it is resemblance that is intended; but here corro- 
boration. In and gsisct, according to the 

particular is strengthened by the particular. 

Examples in order : — 

The first variety where a general is confirmed by a 
particular under a resemblance is instanced in etc. 

verse 87. Here, the general proposition stated in the first 

H 3151 3 

I^Erf^dTTlf^ ciais^ I Sar. 

2 . ^tlsfiTfJlT% ^31 I g¥ir. 
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h.ilt of Uie voisc is coiifiniied by the pailieiilai illuativUiou 
ol .1 ‘in, in afflicted with bile.’ 

The second variety where the paiticidai is eimrumcd 
by the general under a reseinbliince is instanced in etc. 
verse 88 Here, the particular auspiciousness of the king is 
lustificd by his uiuveisal auspiciousness. 

The third variety where the general is coiioboiated 
by the particular under a contrast is instanced etc. 

verse 89. Here, the general — that a competent man is ap- 
pointed to the responsible post etc — is strengthened by the 
particular illustiation of ‘a bad bull ’ The contrast is simple. 

The fourth variety where the particular is justified by 
the general under a contiast is instanced in *1 etc. 

verse 90. Here, the particular misfortune of Yudhistluia 
IS strengthened by the good foiTunc of liiends in general. 
Here, in the pixnscnec of the winds tfcH, etc,, the 

corroboiation is Iv.vprcsscd, in ihcir absence, it i.s Implied. 

23. AmTiTiiibis 
KARIKA XXIV 

Ka. xxiv, a h ' — The representation ( of two things ) 
as incongruous, although -there is no incongruity (be- 
tween them), is termed Antithesis. 

When [two things) are represented as if they are incon- 
gruous, coen though there is really no incongruity between 
them, it IS f^trtr. In fact, occurs when two things 

known to occupy two different places are represented as 
occupying one place; or, when two things that are known to 
occupy one place represented as occupying two different 
places. Although inconsistency is apprehended as soon as 
the general meaning of the wsrds is understood, still, when 
we look to the fact that the words have a different purpose, 
the inconsistency disappears. Hence, this figure is also 
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Styled ‘Semblance of ftcr*?’. The contradiction here must lie 
such as can be explained, for, it is such a contradiction that 
constitutes a figure, contradictions oC a difterent character 
being considered faulty. 

He now divides Antithesis: — 

KARIKA XXIV & XXV 

Ka xxiv c d, XXV a b. — Universal incongruous with 
(the) four (things) a Universal etc : a Quality with 
three (things) ; an Action with two, and a Substance 
with a Substance alone ; thus, they are ten. 

‘A Universal etc,’ means a Universal, a Quality, an Ac- 
tion, and a Substance. With three, i. e. with a Quality, an 
Action, and a Substance ; with two, i. c. with an Action and 
a Substance. Although incongruity of a Quality with a 
Universal is possible, still, inasmuch as it is included under 
the incongruity of a Universal with a Quality, only three 
varieties of the incongruity of a Quality are mentioned 
Thus, the incongruity of a Universal is four-fold ; of a Qua- 
lity three-fold ; of an Action two-fold ; and of a Substance, 
single. Thus, in all, there are ten varieties. Rudrata, 
however, says that as ^rrfrt always resides on there 
can be no between and StSiI. Therefore, there 

are only 9 varieties of does not accept this view. 

For, resides on also. So, if there can be a 
between and grit, then why should it not exist between 

and 5!sq? 

Examples in order ; — 

The first variety where a Universal is incongruous 
with a Universal is instanced in etc. verse 91. Here, 

the Universals etc. are represented as 

opposed to the Universal This opposition is appa- 
rent only, for etc., inasmuch as they tend to 

enhance the giief produced by separation, are only meta- 
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phoiically saiJ to be Here, the atirilnilion of identity 

between aiid etc. is sul%ordiniite. The poet 

wants to describe the sad condition of a woman under 
separation ; and theieforc it is opposition, that is here strik- 
ing, not identity. In nta =q^; etc, it is identity that is strik- 
ing ; for, what the poet there intends to convey is that the 
face is possessed of all the attributes of the moon. 

The second variety where a Universal is incongruous 
with a Quality is instanced in etc. verse 92, 

Here, the Universals etc. are represented as in- 
congruous with the Qualities etc. This incongruity 

is explained hy the fact that the poet wants to convey the 
idea of e.vtrcme nobility on the part of the individual under 
description. is not an example of this variety ; 

tor, f%'4trn is not a Universal (the earth being single is but a 
Substance). From the rule' of Patafijaii that words denote 
only four things, mz. "311%, g'll, f%t}r and iisq, it follows that a 
TJ**! is that which IS not a Universal, an Action, or a Sub- 
stance. 'Thus, also is a g'n. Hence although 
etc. arc aitVTprs, still, this is an example of 
If ^PTT'T he taken as separate from 3[ot(, gvt etc , Mammaja’s 
divisions of would be incomplete, inasmuch as he has 
not mentioned those varieties where the is between 

on the one hnad, and qur, siifw, or on the 

other. This shows that it is not necessary to lake the negative 
particle in this verse in the sense of ‘ smallness’ as is 
done by Udyota, Chakravarti and others. In this variety, 
words are used paronomastically. 

The third variety where a Universal is incongruous with 
an Action is instanced in %'li' etc. verse 93. Here, the 

^'T9t5[Ricf I ai'Jisir i 

W 3i5qi^ ?t% i Cham. 
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Univecsal ■'P[ro‘'-7<r3[ is uicongrouous wilh the Actiuna 
f^TiT and This incongruity is i emoved when we 

take these words in the senses ol Tedness’ and ‘gicasiness 
caused by contact with blood’. Similarly, the Universal 
is incongruous with the Action ol This in- 

congiuity is removed when we take this word in the sense 
of “cutting off the head.” 

As for those who say that here rl}8fH?ar is incongiuous 
with they aie wrong; for, according to this view, this 

v\ould not be an example of since is not 

a 'Jlir?/ but a 3'rr and besides, even a ciuel man being some- 
times seen to be affectionate, is not invariably opposed 

to 

The fourth vaiiety where a Universal is incongiuous 
with a Substance is instanced in =3 etc. verse 94. 

Here, the Substance and the Universal are 

opposed to each othei. The opposition is explained by the 
fact that being a god may do anything, and may theie- 
fore, assume in sport the body of a fish. 3T3r§[3 is a Substance, 
because is and is regaided by the VaiSe- 

sikas as a Substance. 

The fifth variety where a Quality is incongiuous with a 
Quality IS instanced in ?I?I3 etc. verse 95. Here, ‘softness’ 
and ‘baldness’ are opposed to each other. The opposition 
is to be removed as follows: — By your giving them wealth, 
they may give up ^domestic work, and thus their hands 
which weie hitherto hard, may now become soft. 

The sixth variety where a Quality is incongruous with 
an Action IS instanced in etc. verse 96. Heie, the 

Qualities of ‘softness’ and ‘Hardness’ are opposed to the 
Actions of ‘burning’ and ‘delighting.’ The opposition is to 
be removed by taking the words and *1^®! in the senses 
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ot ‘pliMh.intncss’ iincl ‘unplcasaiituesa,’ .niJ fl>c word 
in tho tA‘n'=;e <iC paining’, 

Tlic same variety is .\<cain inalanced by qifl'T in etc. 

Heie, the actinns and JfR!? .11 e opposed to the ipia- 
lities and respectively. It has been 

shown already how ’TrTHPTt^t and aie qualities 

The seventh variety where a Quality is opposed to a 
Substance is instanced in ^t5'=<qT% etc. verse 97. Here, the 
Quality ‘softness’ is opposed to the Substance — the 
mountain The inconsistency is to he removed by taking 
BITVtilTrf in the sense of ‘eapahle ot being easily pieiccd 
owing to the prowess of llhargava ' 

The eighth vai lety whore an Action is opposed to an 
Action IS instanced m etc verse bfS Hero, the 

Actions of ‘■cooling’ and 'heating’ are opposed to each nthei 
The opposition is to be removed by supposing the two actions 
to lie, the wonderful effects of the ‘state of separation’ pi o- 
duced at dill'cumt times. 

The ninth vaiiety where an Action is opjiosed to a Sub 
.stance is in.staiiced in etc. vcisc 90. Here, the 

Action ‘drinking’ is opposed to the Substance the 

subject ot the verb Tlrinking,’ and to the Substance ‘ocean,’ 
the object of the verb ‘ drinking. ’ 'I’he inconsistency is 
removed by the fact that every thing is possible in the case 
of Agastya owing to the gieatness ol his penance. Although, 
there being a plurality of oceans, is a Universal, and 
thus this verse does not, in this lespect, deseive to be an 
example of still, the example may be shown to 

be appropriate by taking the various oceans as one reservoir 
of salt-water. 

The tenth variety where a Substance is opposed to a 
Substance is instanced in etc. verse 100 Here, the 

two Substances JWl and t(S?{T are opposed to each other. 
The inconsistency is to be removed by taking in the 

sense of ‘dark-lustred’ only. 



94 


KAVYArUAKASA 


[2S. AitUi! 


24. Descrii>'iion of Nature ( ) 

Ka. XXV. c d :• — -The Description of Nature is the 
description of the peculiar action or appearance of (an 
object such as) a boy and the like. 

{means) belonging to an object, and to that object only 
i. e. peculiar to it. Thus, the description of a propeity, that 
IS not peculiar, but common to others also, is not 

^ {means) color, and arrangement of limbs or posture. 
The action or appearance must be striking i. e. such as 
IS perceived by the poet alone. Hence, such a verse as 
etc. is no example of this figure. Another name of 
this figure is "STn^. 

The figure is instanced in etc. verse 101. Here, 
the peculiar posture and action of a horse are desciibed by 
the poet, in such words as etc. and tlJHtlTff etc , respec- 
tively. The description of a peculiar color is exemplified in 
Wtr' etc. where the color of the moon is desciibed by the poet. 

25. Artful Praise ) 

KARIKA XXVI 

Ka. xxvi. a b : — When in the beginning there is blame 
or praise, and the ultimate result is otherwise, it is 
(termed) Artful Praise. 

‘Otherwise’ means praise or blame. 

IS of two kinds: — (l) when apparent blame 
ultimately results in real praise and (2) when apparent praise 
ultimately results in real blame. In the first kind, the com- 
pound is to be solved and interpreted as ^1%^ 

praise by means of an artifice, i. e. by means of a pretended 

1 . 

I IPTT. 
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bl.une. And in the second kind, the couipoiind is to be 
solved ,ind interpreted as prainc consishnjl in 

an artifice in other words, a pietcnded piaisc. 

Examples in order:— 

The first variety is instanced in c^r etc. vetsc 102. 
Here, the apparent blame o{ the ‘king’ consists m repie- 
senting him as denying shelter to those who seek it; whilst, 
the praise that is really intended is that he is wealthy, 
although so chaiitable. 

The second is instanced in 5 etc. verse 103, Here, 

the apparent praise of the ‘ocean’ consists in representing 
him as a very obliging person. The blame that is really 
intended is that he is unobliging, inasmuch as he does not 
satisfy the thirst of travellers. This is not 
for, here there is a particular stiikingness, consisting in 
either hlanic oi praise: besides, it cannot fall under any of 
the live divisions into which has been divided. 

26. A fii'icBcrr ‘Wmr’ ( ) 

Ka. xxvi. c {/: — When a single (expression), by the 
force of the meaning of ‘with’, conveys two meanings, 
it is (termed) a Speech with ‘With.’ 

When a word, conveying in virtue of the power of deno- 
tation possessed by it, a meaning connected with one thing, 
also conveys a meaning connected with both the things, by the 
force of the meaning of ‘with,’ it isSHflf^i. denotes ‘con_ 
junction of two actions, that are of one and the same sort, 
and are simultaneous in time,’ as in f^T. Here^ 

the word aTFRl: signifies an act of coming, that is connected 
with both the father and the son. The idea conveyed is 
that of the father coming at the same time as the son. The 
noun in the nominative case is^principal, that in' the instru- 
mental case is subordinate. The connection, therefore, 
with the former is expressed, with the latter, implied. In 
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instanced in hotli the words "ilY and ifir 

are piincipal, and the connection with botli is expressed- 
The figure is striking only when it is based upon a Hyper- 
bole. Thus, >3? etc is no example of thisfiguie. 

The figure is instanced in etc. veise 10+. 

Werefrafsr etc. of are {understood from words whose 

connection is) expressed, of etc., however, arc under- 

stood hy the jorce of the meaning of the word The figuie 
IS based upon a complete identification between the 
of and the of The figure'' is possdile in 

a series also; as in SlrSJR etc. 

27. A Spfecii with ‘without’ (ra:nr%.) 
KArIKA XXVII 

Kii, xxvii. a b — When a thing, in the absence of 
another is not agreeable or is not otherwise, it is termed 
a Speech with ‘Without.’ 

‘Not agreeable’ means disagiccablc, ‘not otherwise’ means 
not dis-agieeable i. e agreeable. Thus, occuis when 

one thing is represented as sometimes disajtreeabU, (or) 
sometimes agreeable, in the absence of anothei, and is thus 
tw o-fold. 

Here, only the sense of the word f^irr is required. Hence 
any other word bearing that sense (such as 5R&, etc.) 

may do. 

Examples in order : — 

The first variety is instanced in etc. verse 1 05. 

Here, the ‘Moon etc.’ without the ‘night etc’ are appre- 
hended as disagreeable. 

1.^4 I W- 
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The sceoiul variety is instanced in etc. 

veise 106 Here, the ‘pnncc’ without his ‘wicked friend’ 
and the ‘deei-eyed lady’ .ippears to advantage, inasmuch as 
without the tormer he is described as being piite-niinded, 
and without the latter as expert in business. 

‘ Although the ultimate meaning of the phrase 
IS ‘agreeable,’ yet the expressing ol the quality of agreeable- 
ness through the negation of that of disagreeabJeness, is in- 
tended to impoit that the apparent disagreeablcness or loss 
of beauty of the object, under description, is the fault of the 
presence of another object, the former being indeed essen- 
tially fan. 

28. TTli; B.MtTKK 

Ka. xxvii c (I — The Barter is the exchange of things 
'for what are (a) equal or (b) unequal. 

{The word) is ( the designation of) the figure to be 

defined, as known from the practice of ancient ihetoiicians. 
Thus, there is iio room for a doubt as to whether is 

here the thing to be defined or the definition. The word 
gives us the two varieties of this figure. 

Two things lue said to he ‘equal’, when both of them 
are to be received. When one of them however is fit to be 
received, and the other unfit, they arc said to be ‘unequal.’ 
The unequal is either the ‘lesser’ or the ‘greater.’ Thus, 
this Variety is two-fold. The plural of arq'Rhiiis insignificant. 
According to Udyota, exchange is (l) the receiving of one 
thing for another given, or (2) the giving of one thing for 
another received. The giver and the receiver must be dif- 
ferent persons. Hence 

is no example, the giver and the receiver being there 

HI!!!:, tifi; 

g?j: i Viv. 
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identical. The exchange heie is not teal hut fancied hy the 
poet. Thus, ^*11^ I is no example 

The first two vaiieties arc instanced in etc, 

verse 107. Here, tn the first half, one tiling, xns. dancing, 
(is exchanged) for another, its equal, vix. fragrance. In the 
second, the 'eyes’ — the greater (arc exchanged) for a'multitucle 
of miseries’ — the lesser The exchange is fancied, since 

‘dancing of creepeis’ is observed as owing to contact with 
the wind, and the ‘miseiies ol travellers’ as owing to the 
sight oi creepers. 

The third variety is instanced in !=ft=lTf%‘4 etc. verse 108. 
Here, ‘blows’-f/ie lesser {are exchanged) for ‘ earth the 
greater. 

Mainmata appears to admit both the meanings of 
given above, in conformity with the examples cited by him. 
Thus, in the second example, for instance, he takes in 

the second sense. Hence his Vrtti on this pait of the verse 
is which means; giving the lesser (i. e. 

for the greater (i. e. received Pradipa, however, admits 
only the first meaning, and lakes etc., as an 

example of ^>1^ — receiving the greater — J??, for the 

lesser — given. The language of his comment on 
this part of the verse, however, is inconsistent with his 
meaning of and his order of examples. It would be 

more appropriate to write snf^srrf%f5r: 

stwnqi for what he has written. 

Some^ hold that two things may be said to be ‘equal, 
even when both of them are unfit to be received ; as in 
etc. Thus, according to these men, is not 

three-fold but four-fold. 

I I n»rr. 
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29. The Vision (iirr%) 

KARIKA, XXVIII 

Ka. xxviii. a h c . — When things past and future nre 
represented as if they were present, it is (termed) the 
Vision. 

IS a Dvamha compound meaning 

‘past and future.’ Had it been it 

would have meant ‘past things which are future’ — which 
involves an obvious contradiction. The figure is called ^1^^, 
because there is in it an intention of the poet (to represent past 
or future thinfis as perceptihlc to the senses). This is not the 
figure , for, what is past oi future is here mentioned 

as nothing but past or futuie. The employment of the past 
tense serves the purpose of bringing out the excellent beauty 
of the eyes, even though devoid of colly rium. Nor is this 
foi, thcie the natural characteristic of an object is 
what is striking, here, it is the intention of the poet or of 
the speaker introduced by him that is striking. 

Both the varieties are instanced in etc. verse 109. 

Here, in the first (half) the past (object), vin. ‘collyrium,’ 
and in the second (half) the future (object), viz. ‘ornaments’ 
are (icpresented as if they were) present before our eyes. 
What is suggested here is. “youi body in virtue of its 
peculiar nature appears beautiful even without ‘collyrium’ 
and ‘ornaments.’ These things are, therefore, useless.” 
Here actual words (l. e. etc.) are employed to show 

that the things, that are represented as if they were present, 
are really past or future. Sometimes, such words are not 
employed ; as in I 

Ddyota says that this figure really comes under the third 
kind of Hyperbole, inasmuch as here a thing is represented 
as connected with the present time, although it is not really 
so connected. 
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30. The PoI'.tical Reason ( ) 

Ka. xx^iu. (/:— The Poetical Reason is (the statement 
of) a reason in the form of the meaning (a) of a sentence 
or (b) of a word or (c) of words. 

Here, by making the necessary distinction, we should 
understand the word alone as giving us the definition, 
and as giving us the divisions of The 

reason stated here is such as accounts for a fact, which, by 
itself, is unintelligible. 

The first variety (a) is instanced in =13:5115 etc. veise 110. 
Here, the fact— I never saluted you before — and the 
fact — I will never salute you even in the future — constitute 
the reason for the sins committed. The two facts are 
expressed by two sentences. Thus, the reason is in the 
form of the sense of a sentence. Although ‘noii-anlutation’ 
itself is the 3T<T^r^, and thus the i elation of cause and effect 
does not hold good between them, still by ’aiW'T’ we should 
understand here ‘Sin,’ and ‘tJH'n’ should by Indication 
mean ‘destruction.’ Thus, ‘non-salutation’ becomes the 
reason of the sins committed. 

The next two varieties may be instanced in this very 
example as follows; — The fact of ‘non-assumption of the 
body' — which is expressed by one word only, viz. — is 

the reason for ‘non-salutation’ in the future; and the fact of 
‘final release,’ the result of salutation — which is expressed 
by two words — is the reason for ‘non-assumption of 

the body in the future.’ 

The third variety (c) is instanced in wRt etc. vesse 111. 
Here, the fact of the ‘discharge of the weapon,’ expres- 
sed by the words is the reason for the 'fall of the 

arm.’ Neither the words nor the words a[3f^ 

Constitute a sentence; for, they are adjec- 
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tivcs, and do not express a complete thought without the 
noun winch they qualily. 

The second variety (b) is instanced in etc. verse 112. 
Here, constitutes the leason foi the ‘gieat 

darkness of final em.incipation ’ be- 

ing a compound, is but one word. 

Thus, in these {three exampls), 'non-salutation in pre- 
vious and future births,' ‘discharge of the weapon,' and 
'deprivation of the light of happiness,' constitute reasons of 
the above-mentioned characters for 'the two sins,' for ‘the fall 
of the arm," and for ‘the great darkness (of final emancipa- 
tion),’ respectively. 

According to Pradipa, the distinction betweenST^jfilTr^r?? 
and this figure is that in the former, the second statement is 
made independently of, i. e. as unconnected with the first 
statement, and is ultimately apprehended as the reason for 
(corroborating) the first statement. Whilst here one 
statement is directly mentioned as a reason for tlic other, by 
the employment of a noun or pronoun in the ablative or any 
other case showing reason. 

Upon this Prabha observers that Pradipa’s word 

is wrong; for, in the e.vample here given, a word show- 
ing reason is absent, besides, if the reason be expressed by 
a word in the ablative case, then such verses as etc. 

and etc would be examples of HilstriWiT which they* 

are not. Again, it is only a reason which is implied and 
not expressed by a word in the ablative case, that has been 
regarded by the ancients as pleasing, and as such has been 
admitted by them as constituting Hence it is that 

!■ ‘ i ttegtr 

‘ 9T55RfrUrT55iWrif,, ’ ‘ SfSJT^rf 

^rsjfr^TT^fRScqTd: I Rvrr. 
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in (the first part of the first line) there is no 

Ddyota regards the woid |#fWt|T!%r as but a 
mis-reading. 

This figure is not aigriH, for, the 55 is not here stated 
as invariably associated with the^tpitl, and as connected with 
the W, as it is in aT3*n'I. According to otheis, in 
the poet composes his verse in such a manner, (i. e. by 
stating the as possessed of srjrfR and TBjvnTcir), that his 
intention is that the reader should know from the peculiar 
structure of the verse, that an inference has been drawn by 
the poet himself. Whilst in the poet’s intention is 

that the inference should be drawn by the readei himself, 
and not simply known by him as drawn by the poet. 

According to is when a is implied 

by words, directly oi indirectly. A is an efficient 

cause — a cause that produces something, as etc. 

produce a tR. arS’RIT is when a is mentioned A 

is an indicatory reason — a mark — which enables us 
to infer something as a lamp enables us to see a tfa:, 
is when a proposition is put forth to corrolxirate 
another proposition. In f^'3f^rn|rt etc. for instance, the 
particular is not the of the general. Hence the verse 

is not an example of.=Kt3II%n. In the sense suggested 

through the force of the sense of the sentence or of a word 
or words, contributes to the expressed sense ; here the sense 
of the sentence or of the word itself constitutes the reason. 

1. ^1 i 

?:3siiRT!i i 

5TW1% ^ I IWf. r 

2. »i^%, 

f^?t 5 51 % 1 Sud. 
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31. PraipiiUAsit? ( ) 

KARIKA XXIX 

Ka. x'xix. ah: — The statement (of a fact) without the 
I'elation of the expressed and the expresser (between 
that fact and the words which bring it out) is (termed) 
Periphrasis. 

When a fact (that ia intended to be expressed) is con- 
veyed through the power of suggestion which is different from 
the relation of the expressed and the expresser {i, e. from the 
power of Denotation of the words), it is ( so called) 

because the {intended) fact is stated in a different manner. In 
other words, is when a tact which is intended to be 

expressed la conveyed by words which do not express it but 
by words which suggest it. 'J'his figure is distinguished 
from Suggestive Poetry by the fact that in the former, the 
expressed sense is identical with the suggested sense, whilst, 
an the latter, it is dillcrcnt from it, or, according to IJdyota, 
by the fact that in the former, the suggested sense is quite 
plain and is not inoie striking than the expressed sense; 
whilst, in the latter, it is not so. 

The figure is instanced m etc. verse 113. 

Here and — "the suggested and ex- 

pressed senses of the verse, respectively, are ultimately 
identical with each other. One and the same sense is, there- 
fore, conveyed by the verse through the power of Suggestion 
in the form; and through the 

power of Expression in the form: 

In other words, {the sense) 

although suggested, is yet expressed by {the) words (of 
the verse). Thus, what is expressed is what is suggested. 

If it be said that the knowledge of a thing which is already 
known being useless, there is no need of one and the same 
sense being conveyed by means of the two powers of a word, 
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i. e the power of Expression and llie power of Suggestion, we 
reply: — True that one and the same sense is expressed and 
suggested by the verse, hut the form in which that sense is 
suggested IS not the same as that in which it is expressed. The 
thing may be the same and yet modes may be ditferenl, as 
in the following example : — When a 'white walking cow’ is 
perceived, there is the determination that it is a white walking 
com. Thus, m/iaf one perceiues, IS lo/iaf one determines, hut 
one does not determine it in the manner in which one perceives 
it', for, one perceives (a white walking com) as (a com) un- 
distinguished and unconnected ; whilst, one determines it to he 
( a cow ) possessed of distinction and connection. 

^*1 and ^=^57 mentioned by Mammata in his Vitti here 
mean H#Rvq[^Sl?tl8ir and lespeetively. 

According to the Naiyayikas in a an 

object IS perceived as unconnected with such attributes as 
class ( ), quality ( Qtrr ), action ( ) etc. A JTI, for in- 
stance, is perceived as unconnected with nl?q, etc. 

All the things, i. e. the object, ntc^, 5j3;^Er, ‘tjsq- etc. are here 
perceived as independent of, and unconnected with, one 
another. 

In common language we may say that we perceive a rfl' 
here, but we do not recognise to ourselves what that rtf is ; 
that is we do not know to which class of beasts it belongs, by 
which name it is called, whether it is white or black, walk- 
ing or not etc. In fact, we perceive it as something ( 5^ 
1 ^ 1 %). 

In a on the other hand, an object is per- 

ceived as connected with such attributes as class, quality 
etc. A JTl, for instance, is perceived as connected with 

etc. All the things, i. e. the object, etc. are 

here perceived as connected with one another. In ordinary 
language we may say that here we perceive a ^fl and re- 
cognize it for what it is. In other words, we know that it 
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belongs to the class of iTTs, that it is white, that it is walk- 
ing etc 

According to the Bauddhas, in a an object is 

perceived as undistinguished, whilst, in a as distin- 

guished, from others of a dift'erent class. Foi instance, a 
jtI is perceived in the formet as not different lioni others 
that are not — lit ; whilst, it is perceived in the latter as 
different from others that are not — *ir. These two kinds of 
Perception, Indeterminate ( ) and Determinate 
( ) aie referred to here by Mammata under the 
words Peiception ( ) and Determination ( ). The 

dual shows that Mammata here combines the 

Naiyayika and the Buddhist view into one. 

Thus, just as the cib|cct of both the kinds of Perception 
is one and the same, and yet the modes of perceiving it are 
dilferent-- one Indetertninaie, the other Determinate; so 
the sense to he conveyed in 'TtJBn'if is one and the same, and 
yet the modes of conveying it are different — one of lixpres- 
sion and the other of Huggestion. 

32. 'I'm? Exalted 

Ka. xxix. c: — (A description of) the prosperity of a 
thing is (termed) the Exalted. 

‘ Prosperity (of a thing)’ means ‘connection of that thing 
with the plenty of anything.’ It does not mean' ‘abundance’ 
of that thing itself. For, if it would mean that, the definition 
would extend to such a veise as etc. which is an in- 
stance of 

The flguie is instanced in gtW: etc. verse 114. Here 
the houses of the learned are described as connected with 

1. ‘ i 

3igdr fl&J ^1 qdd 11 ’ 

BV. Sr. 8. ^^1% I 5IHI. 
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the abundance of weaUh in the form oi peails etc From 
this, the excessive prospeiity o£ kinR Bhoja~-the ohject under 
description, is apprehended. 

Ka, xxix. d : — Also the subordination to the great is 
(termed the Exalted) . 

The subordination (of the great), i. c. , the representation 
(of the great) as collateral, oj course, to the subject in hand, is 
also (termed) the Exalted. 

The figure is instanced in etc verse US. 

Here, the great Rama is lepiesented collaterally to the 
Dandaka forest — the matter under description, in order that 
the representation may bring out the great importance of 
that forest. 

If it be said- — Here, strikingness is due to Rama’s great 
energy ifself -which is here principal. No other point of 
strikingness exists in the verse. Thus, this docs not deserve 
to be called a figure, but Suggestive Poetry ; wc reply:— -T/ie 
Heroic Flavour is not here (principal), because it serves to 
glorify Rama who is here subordinated {to the Dandaka forest), 
Here Rama, who is the basis of is Subordinate. There- 

fore, there can be no talk of W being predominant. If it be 
said — well, as is subordinate here we shall call it 

we reply — No. The figure supersedes it, Tf it 
were not so, then there would be no room for 

33 . The Conjunction (^tgiti). 

KARIKA XXX. 

Ka. XXX. a hi — When, one cause of the production of 
an effect being present, others (are said to) produce that 
(effect), it is (termed) the Conjunction. 

When, one cause capable fif producing the effect in ques- 
tion being present, other causes are (represented to be) present, 
it is egiJj. 
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'I'hc aiugulur nuiiiher ot is iiisiKnificaiU here 

T» ff*TJr2r, the causes are ot unecjual power; the effect 
which js to be biought about by one cause, becomes simply 
easy thiough the accidental operation of another cause. 
Here, all the causes aie equally powerful. They )ointly 
operate in the production of the effect, just as pigeons alight 
together upon a threshing-floor. The facilitation of the 
elfect IS here absent, 

In the causes only are intended ; whether they 

are one or many, or whether one of them is principial and 
the others subordinate, is not the object under considera- 
tion. Here, whilst one cause able to produce an effect is 
engaged in its production, others only help it. 

The figure is instanced in jefm; etc. verse 116. Here, 
the (irr'cstsitblc) arroivs Cupid, ihemsehes, moke the 'siate 
of separation insupportable ; over and above these {such cinises 
as) the ‘lover’s beinil at a distance etc.’ are mentioned as 
doing the same. 

Rudiata' has divided this figure into thiee kinds, i. e. 
Combination (1) of good things, (2) ol bad things, and (3) of 
good and bad things, and defined them separately. But, in~ 
asmuch as this very { figure, i. e. ) Conjunction holds flood in 
all these kinds, that is, where the combination is of good 
things, where the combination is of bad things, and where the 
combination is of good and bad things, tve have not defined 
these separately. 

1 . i 

?r^?nqtn: — ItntT i 

II W vil. 24-26. 
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The first kind is instanced in etc. verse 117, 

Here, notwithstanding the existence of one cause, i e- 
‘pure family’ capable of producing the effects, i. e. ‘pride’ 
and the ‘absense of it,’ other causes such as ‘a handsome 
figure etc.’ are mentioned. All these causes being good 
things (since the things are naturally agreeable), the Con- 
junction here is of ^ood things. 

But in the example {first ) mentioned, i. e. in 5=rl'^T: etc., 
the Conjunction is of such bad things as ‘the arrows of Cupid 
etc’ These things are bad, because-they cause pain to a 
‘woman under separation’ who is the subject under dis- 
course. 

The third kind is instanced in etc. verse 

118 Here, the ‘moon dimmed (by day)' is alone sufficient to 
become a sore affliction {to my heart)-, yet other sore afflic- 
tions {are mentioned). Thus, inasmuch as a ‘wicked person’ 
is bad, and the ‘moon’ good, there is (here) a Conjunction of 
both good and had things. 

’This .requires consideration,’^ says Pradipa. ‘For, just 
as in the previous example (viz. etc.), the lovei, al- 

though naturally good, becomes bad in virtue of his being at 
a distance, so here also, the moon although naturally good, 
becomes bad in virtue of hts being dimmed by day. Thus, 
this verse also, like 5^1' etc., deserves to be an example of 
and not of as said by Mammata ’ 

Pradipa takes as a 55 Compound and interprets 

it as ‘Conjunction of good and bad things.’ But this inter- 
pretation is wrong. For, firstly, if we accept it, the verse 
becomes open to the fault of (Dissimilarity of the 

1. I 55RI | 
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associiitcj), inasmuch !is it contains the association of j,'o()d 
and b.ul things which arc opposed to each othti, And 
secondly, according to this mtcipretation, the evamplc, as 
Pradipa himself says, becomes identical with the example 
lift'd: etc. 

We should, therefoie, take 5a^si3fsaiTT as a Com- 
pound ^ ’TTttO and interpret it as ‘Conjunc- 

tion of things that are both good and bad.’ Now, the fault of 
vanishes , for, each of the things combined in the 
verse being both good and bad — good by itself, and bad in a 
particular state, — the combination is not unequal. The 
example also may be ditfeicct from etc. thus — In 

551 'rod etc. although a "lover etc.’ are naturally good things, 
still they aic intended by the poet to appear as simply bad to 
the woman iindor soparatioii. Whilst, here the 'moon etc.’ 
are intended to appeal as both good and bad — good in viittio 
of their beauty and bad in viituc of their disticssmg the 
ntirid c£c. Or thtia '. — /n etc., <iltlio'ugb one tfifrig, 1 . e. 
the ‘lover’ is good naturally, but bad when he is at a distance, 
still, all the other things mentioned in the vcise, 1 e, 
tPT:, etc., arc painful to the woman under separation 
even naturally, 

Thus, inasmuch as all the things in the verse 
etc.) except are bad, the verse is nothing but an ex- 
ample of But, here all the things are both good and 

bad — good naturally but bad in virtue of the attribute^ 
etc. ; therefore, this is an example of Everywhere 

in the verse the such as etc. are good, and the 

)l[5ltinrs such as ^ 0 ?: etc. are bad. This uniformity i.% how- 
ever, violated in where the i. e. is 

I 37377. 
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bad, but the i. c. is good. But, inasmucli' a? 

here also we get a thing, i. e ^35! that is lioth good and bad 
(whether the is good or the ts good is here in 

significant), the whole verse is a good example oC 

Some,^ however, say that inasmuch as the verse contains 
It IS unfit to become an example of this figure. 
They, therefore, regard the first three lines only of the veise 
as an example of Udyota wishes to avoid the 

fault altogether by proposing to read for 

triinff: 

Ka. XXX. d : — That is another (kind of Conjunction) 
where Qualities and Actions are simultaneous. 

The Compound may be solved, according to 

some, as giifr 'g =3 = gnrf%?iT:. gofitr f^r =3 = and 

then by ^ = goif^qr.. Here, the 

number of the things conjoined is not the point. Hence, 
the dual number of g^f and is insignificant. Thus, 
those men"* are not right who suppose that the dual number 
is significant as showing that the things combined, must be 

1. g * 5i5fT 13^*3 ESFqit[|% 

ffdi, aifig, ^flfqcir (31%^ 5Iv3g ^r^isffcl 1 Sudh, 

2. ' gqrtriltTd: ?3f5: ’ ?355?1l3 gWl- 

fW^sfq ( *lJ(515RtT^3Irf. ) fl^5rgq^3 f'Jigr li 

Chan. 

3. 315^ 3 3011 ^ ^ 

’fwifiT*iRrai 3 i^i!?r; s:^R 3 ^3=3=33 I ^igmi^r ^’’iw 

3iTfiTO'^ (^gf g \ agr. 
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two cind two only. l''or, it is ageiieral iiilc that the number of 
the words tliat ai e compounded with others is always singular. 
The supposition, therefore, that the number ot q'JT and 
is dual here is far-fetched. Or the Compound may be solved 
(according to Pradipii) as goif. Here also, neither 

nutnbei nor homogeneity of the simultaneous things is the 
point Hence simultaneity of heterogeneous things (or of 
homogeneous things more than two) is also included under 
this figure. 

We thus get three Varieties heic:^ — Simultaneity (1) of 
two or (or many) Qualities, (2) of two (or many) Actions, and 
(3) of a Quality and an Action. The word ‘Simultaneous’ 
distinguishes this figuie from CrsR whete the many Actions 
arc nut simultaneous, but successive. 

Examples in order - — 

The Simultaneity of two Qualities (1) is instanced in 
etc ( vil. 28) verse 119. Here, the simultaneity 
is of two Qualities, i, e. brightness and darkness. 

Simultaneity of many Qualities is instanced in 
etc 

The Simultaneity of two Actions is instanced in 
etc. verse 120. Here, the Simultaneity is of two Actions, 
/. e. arriving and becoming. 

The Simultaneity of many Actions is instanced in 3^^’ 
etc. 

The Simultaneity ot a Quality and Action is instanced 
in “SI etc. vorse 121. Here, the Quality ‘turbidity’ and 
the Action ‘falling’ are simultaneous. 

1. fJH: I 

?Tf[ V 911; II wr. 

2. I 

=9 g^5555e5?(I\3ItTI^^Id^9 II a?!!. 
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It should not he said, as Rudniia docs, that ( this Conjiinc- 
lion IS possible only) ndien the abodes ( of the simultancoue 
things) are different, nor (should it be said that it is fiossihk 
only) when the abode is one and the same) for, (such verses 
as) etc. and etc. are found, in the tormer of 

which, the Action and iWlfff are simultaneous, 

although their abode is one and the same, and in the latter, 
the Actions qf'^T and are simultaneous, 

although their abodes are different. All these*^ varieties of 
Conjunction are as a rule founded upon a Hvpeibole consist- 
ing in the inversion of the necessary sequence of cause and 
effect. Thus, Hyperbole is not the figure heic, but Conjunc- 
tion, Hyperbole being only suboidmate to it. 

34. T'iie SEQurNCE ( qqk ) 

KARIKA XXXI 

Ka. xxxi. a : — One (thing) in many (places) successive- 
ly is (termed) the Sequence. 

When a thing(inlended as) one (1) is, or (2) is made to be 
in many (places), in succession, that is 

The words ‘in succession’ exclude fTSW’-f and the second 
kind of in both of which there is Simultaneity The 
word in the Vitti does not denote ‘natural existence’; 

for, does not naturally exist on the throat of Siva; 

thus, if *iqfcr would mean ‘natural existence’, the verse 
etc. would not be an example of tjqw. So also does not 

denote ‘artificial existence’. These words mean here ‘non- 
mention and mention of a causal agency,’ respectively. 

Examples in order : — 

The first vaiiety (1) is instanced in etc. 

verse 122. Here, which^is really one, is said to reside 

1. 31^ 5Ei4qiR'nqRqiq;i55rcuqi)%q§qfqii'^!?rqrra:^ ?r g trqr- 

Viv, 
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in places that are seveial. No cause, however, as to why it 
resides in many places is mentioned. Here, the unity ot" 
cltrafiS is real ; sometimes it may be due to a fancied identity ; 
as in etc , verse 123. Here also no cause as to why 

one thing, i. e. resides in two places, i. e. and 

is mentioned. Althoti^h t;i>t {residing in the hps, in the 
shape of ‘redness') ts really different from XW (residing in 
the heart, in the shape of ‘love’) still inasmuch as (the two 
tJJTs) are ascertained as identical with each other, the unity 
(intended in the Karika) is not (here) contradicted. 

The second variety (2) is instanced in etc. verse 

124 Here, one and the same ‘heart’ is made to reside in 
two places, i. e. and The causal agency, i. e, 

‘Cupid’ IS mentioned. 

The verse ’Hf’JtfvTlir: etc. commented upon by Hclyota, is 
found in some boohs of the KavyapnikaSa. Many commen- 
tators such as Manikya-Candra and others regard it as an 
example of the first variety of inasmuch^ as in the first 
line of it, one thing, i. e. SgR is said to reside in the two 
places «ir’®lftrrrT and tjajvjpr, and in the second line, one thing, 
i. e. is said to reside in the two places 'IT? and 

In this example, one thing resides in two places; in the ne.xt 
'TRTWT etc., one thing resides in many places. This, accord- 
ing to Sahketa, is the distinction between the two examples. 
But Sudhasagara and others regard this verse as an interpo- 
lation, probably on the ground that this example is un- 
necessary and also on the ground that this does not become 
an example of since the word in the verse shows 

that Ttj'N' is not intended by the poet. 


?|f I San. 
IC. 8 
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Ka.xxxi.b : — The reverse of lhai is another (Sc" 
quence). 

The reverse of the former is the second kind of , in 
other "words, when many {things) (1) are, or (2) are made to 
he, in one (place), in succession, that is another Here 

also the words ‘in succession’ exclude 

Examples in order:— 

The first variety (1) is instanced in etc. verse 125, 

Here, ‘the manifestation of nectar’ and ‘the announce- 
ment of poison’ are successively on the part of one and the 
same thing i. e. ‘the words of the wicked.’ The causal 
agency is not mentioned. 

The second variety (2) is instanced in etc veise 126. 
Here, the ‘house’ and the 'palace,’ are successively made to 
belong to one, and the same person i. c. ‘this Brahmin.’ The 
causal agency, i. a. ‘days’ is mentioned. 

Here { i. e. in both the varieties of this figure ), there is 
no Barter. For, although^ in the first variety of this figure 
the fact that one and the same thing should be abandoned 
by one person and received by another is intended as in 
Barter, still, the additional fact that one and the same 
(person) should abandon (one thing) and receive (another), is 
not intended as it is in Barter. 

Thus, for instance, in etc., verse 122, although 

the fact that should be abandoned by 31^ and received 

by is intended as in Barter, still, the additional fact 
that should abandon and receive something else, 

or that should receive and abandon something 

else, is not intended as it is in Barter. 

1. rRR; tR l 
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AllhouRh' is abaiulonctl by still, something 

else is not received by him ; so also although is receiv- 

ed by still, something else is not abandoned by him. 

Similarly, in the second variety of this figure, although 
the fact that one and the same person should abandon one 
thing and receive another is intended as in Barter, still, the 
additional fact that one and the same (thin^) should he 
abandoned ( by one person ) and received (by another) is not 
intended as it is in Barter. 

Thus, for instance, in wltf etc. verse 126, although the 
fact that should abandon tt? and receive is intended 
as in Barter, still, the additional fact that Uf should be 
abandoned by and icceivcd by Rto, or that should 
be received by and abandoned by is not intended 
as it 18 in Barter. 

Although it? is abandoned by fi[5l still it is not intended 
to be leceived by ; so also although is received by 
TSTST still it is not intended to be abandoned by 

In there is Snfi'niTfsT, and 

also. In the fiist variety of 'Tqfq, although 
there is still there is no 

Similarly, in the second variety of 'EEfR, 
although there is still there is no 

This is the distinction between 

'qtfR and 

Pradipa, however, simply says : — 

This is not Barter, since ‘abandoning’ and ‘receiving’ 
( although present ) are not ( yet ) intended here ( by the 
poet ). 

1. 3T?t rj?tfsE ti^, g #1%^^ I 
Wra I San. 
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35, fNiPUENci! ( ). 

Ka. xxxi. cJ; — The statement of a (logical) Reason 
and a Conclusion is said to be Inference. 

?*T«J5T is that which proves the existence of one thing 
upon another, as in the stock example is 

the because it proves the existence of on the moun- 
tain. is that whose existence is to be proved by means of 

the As in the above example, ‘fiie’ is the because 

its existence is to be proved on the ‘ mountain ’ by means 
of the ‘smoke’. ’TtJ' is a i e. that which has the 
for its attribute, that is, that on which the existence 
of the IS proved ; as ‘ mountain ’ is the W, because on 
it the existence of ‘fire’ is proved 

For a true Inference, the ought to be invariably 
accompanied by the As in the true inference 

^ — the is invariably accompanied by 

the mwi. Hence the tg is called the and the 
the stn'Rv- 

The (logical) Reason is a mark possessed of the 

three qualifications and 

The mark must have (1) i. e. must be an attri- 

bute of the W, i. e. must be connected with the "TO". It must 
have (2) i. e. i. e. must be found to exist 

in similar instances, i. e. in those instances where the is 
ascertained to exist. As ‘smoke’ is because it is 

found to exist in such instances as a ‘kitchen-house etc.’ 
where ‘fire’ is ascertained to exist. 

Again, the mark must have (3) i. e. 

i. e. must not be found to exist in dissimilar instances, i. e. 
in those instances where the is ascertained not to exist. 
As ‘smoke’ is becaase it is not found to exist in 

such instances as a ‘lake etc,’ where ‘fire’ is ascertained not 
to exist. 
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The Coiu-lmioti is u' necessary connection of the 

{which iniKiriahly ticcoinl>anics the with the W. 

A poetical rcprescniation of both the Rcafc.on and the 
Conclusion, of the charactei described above, is Inference. 

The figure is instanced in etc. verse 127. Here, 

in the first half, the Reason, and in the second half, the 
Conclusion, are stated. The argument may be put in the 
following form: — 

The conclusion : — 

These women have Cupid always running before 

them, furnished with a bent bow etc. (OTSJ). 

The Reason; — Because they direct arrows in the form of 
the movements ol their eye-brows towards a young man. 

—a fact which is invariably accompanied by anothei fact, 
i. e. ‘Cupid always running before them.’ (stuft). 

If it he said: the Conclusion may also be stated first, as 
in etc., just as it is stated afterwards, in the present 

verse. Why has the Inference been treated generally instead 
of being described pailicularly,’ i. e. as possessed of two kinds. 
Besides,'* the reversed order of the Reason and the Conclu- 
sion should also be admitted (as it has been admitted by 
Rudrata) as a figure ; as the reversed older of Cause and Ef- 
fect has been recognized as a figure (i. e. Hyperbole). 

We reply that in Hyperbole where the order of cause 
and effect is reversed, there is a strikingness consistinjJ in 
the apprehension of the instantaneous production of the 
effect by the cause, owing to the reversed position of cause 


1. | si^ir. 

2. ifrt I I Wl. 

%: l Vide. Cha. & San. 
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and eftect. There is no such stnkinfiness [Itowcoer), in the 
inversion of the sequence of the Reason and the Conclusion. 
Therefore, Inference is not (here specifically) declared as 
{possessed) of this kind. The termination ol 
denotes an act, not an instrument, of inference. Thus, an 
inference, the result of an inferential process, is the figure 
here. 

When such words as etc. occur in a verse, In- 

ference IS Expressed ; these woids intimate an inference 
only when a Reason and a Conclusion are stated. They 
intimate Poetical Probability, when simply the reason such 
as resemblance etc. is present. When such words as «ff% 
etc. occur, Inference is indicated. When both the kinds of 
words arc not expressed and the inference is suggested by 
the statement of a Reason and a Conclusion, Inference i.s 
suggested. 

36 . The Significant ( ). 

Ka. xxxii. a h : — A description with significant epi- 
thets is (termed) the significant. 

‘Significant’ means ‘suggestive.’ The description is, q/ 
coarse, of the subject, instanced in etc. verse 128. 

Here, the epithets etc. suggest that the warriors 

are irresistible etc. 

If it be said: A ‘Non-Significant’ word has been declared 
to be a fault, i. e. from this, it, of course, follows 

that an epithet must be significant. Thus, the Significant is 
simply the absence of the fault ‘and does not 

deserve tt, be a distinct figure. The Traditionalists reply; — 
Although a nonsignificant epithet being declared to be a fault, 
its rejection leads to the (tacit) admission that an epithet mast 
he significant, still, the employment of many (significant) 
epithets in connection tvith one and the same (subject as in the 
present verse) has a (peculiar) strikingness which is known 
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to all, and is not simply the absence of a fault. Hence, the 
Si^niiicant has been ranked in {the class of) fi^nres. Accord- 
ins to those men, the plural is significant as showing 

that a plurality of significant epithets is required foi tiiis 
figure. 

On this PraclTpa; — The figure occurs even when only 
one significant epithet is employed ; as in 3?!% sra'Jtf etc. 
Absence of the fault is possible not only when a 

significant epithet is employed, but even when no epithet is 
employed. Thus, the fact that an epithet is not 9T3E does 
not necessarily imply that it is significant. Although^ in 
some eases, as in the present verse, absence of the fault 
and the presence of the figure iRsiT may both be 
found together, still, the giounds why the fault is absent 
and the figuic is present arc distinct. The fault is absent, 
because diminution of (the) pleasure (derived from a verse), 
which constitutes the very essence of a fault, is here absent. 
The figure is present, because it invests the verse with a pe- 
culiar charm. The peculiar chann or strikingness of a 
significant epithet is experienced by all and cannot, there- 
fore, be denied ; as in sji; WtH’ etc. 

The author^ of Nidarfiana says that up to this point, the 
KavyaprakaSa is composed by Mammata ; what follows after- 
wards is the composition of another man named Alla^a. 

*trq: i anr. Vide r. g. also. 

1. ‘ gt ii 

??i: ii ' i q^rr, 

2. I 

‘ f d: ^friTFrrsrqi^^: » 

aqiqs ii ’ 

3fd; qWS3T=qra^ ffd! I Hid. 
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37. 'I'HK DlRSEMIiLEIt (EJJTsfrfTB) 

Ka. xxxii. c c/:— The artful concealment of the nature 
of an object, though discovered, is ( termed ) the 
Dissembler. 

When, the nature of an object which, even though hidden 
IS discovered somehow or other, is concealed tinder some pre- 
tence, that is 

This is not resemhlancc between both the S[f?l 

and the which is present in is here impossible. 

Although lesemblance is present heie, still, it' is between 

and of the Himalaya, which are both Jlflr) heie. 

If it be said; In thcic is the concealment of a 

thing that is first hidden and is aftciwards discovered ; thus, 
inasmuch as the circumstances only of a thing concealed aie 
here different, is different fioin We reply 

that even in these cases (where the ciicnmstanccs are 
different), there will be nothing hut ai’IfiTcl if resemblance 
is possible in them, as in etc. 

If it again be said that where resemblance is stated for 
the sake of concealment, there is hut where con- 

cealment is stated for the sake of lesemblance, there is 
we reply that in both* the cases, there is nothing 
but because in both, there is resemblance; whether 

concealment is predominant or subordinate is not the point. 

1. aiqim m h sfg'- 

3TT^5 I nw. 

2. qsiT-' I ^ 

iJffsar 51(1: ^^1^: n ’ ^ficgsKRi- 

viflRTi^HT5'qr|g5RT|RRtisi^: I Pr. and Kuv. 

3. I l 5|¥fT. 
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The banic IS the npiiuoii' ol tlic foUoweis of IJdhhaia and 
otljcrs. 

According to Udyota, inSTO^.the ailumation of tlieSWR 
is accompanied by the denial of the Here, nothing 

IS deniedj but something is made known as brought about by 
some other cause. 

The figure is instanced in^^? etc. Verse 129. Here, 
horripilation ) and tremor ) manifest themselves (on 
the body of S'lVa ) as the Involuntary Indication (of his lose 
for Paroaii ) ; their natures, however, are concealed by their 
bein^ represented as proceeding f rom cold. 

Pradipa remarks,’ however, thal ‘honipilation’ and ‘tre~ 
mot’ arc not first hidden, so that they cannot be said to be 
afterwards discovei ed. Thus, the example would be incon- 
sistent with the Vrlti of Mammata explaining the definition 
ofsqpiTjf^. lie, therefore, says that hete the love for 
Parvati that was hidden is discovered by the Involuntary 
Indications ol love, i. e, horripilation and tiemor ; it is thou 
concealed under the pretence that these Tndicationspioceed 
from cold. 

38. Special Mention 

Ka. xxxiii. : — When the mention of something, with 
or without a query, results in the exclusion of some- 
thing else, similar to it, it is considered to be Special 
Mention. 

If it be said : — How can the mention of one thing result 
in the rejection of another ? It is replied that when a thing, 
although known from another means of pi'oof, is yet made the 
subject of a special assertion, it terminates in the exclusion, of 

1. I 3^an^5ii3^TR'Ji i 
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/mother thing, similar to if, there being no other purpose which 
tt can seroe- Thus the montioii of such ii thiuj,' ts 

The words =51 f^ive us the divisions of 'irTw^f— 

The {Special} Mention here is sometimes (vi) seen to he preced- 
ed by a question, and sometimes, (b) seen to he otherwise, 
i. e. not preceded by a question. Thus, we get two divi- 
sions. Similarly, in both these places, the thing to he excluded 
is {sometimes) (1) Implied and {sometimes) (2) Expressed. 
Thus, we get four divisions. 

The word Uteially means 'knowledge (^tlT) of 

exclusion (tlft). 

Examples in order : — 

(a) 1 is instanced in etc. verse 130. Heie, 

the fact that the banks of the Ganges should be resorted to, 
is well-known. It is made the subject of a special assertion 
heie, for the purpose of intimating that the banks of other 
rivers should not be resorted to. ‘The vicinity of another 
river than the Ganges etc.’ are thus the things to be ex- 
cluded ; and they are here implied. 

(а) 2 is instanced in etc. verse 131. Here, 

the things to be denied are 'the jewel’s being an oinamout 
etc.;’ and they arc here expressed. 

(б) 1 is instanced in etc. verse 132. Here, 

what are denied are ‘the crookedness residing in any thing 
other than a woman’s hair, etc.’ 

{b) 2 is instanced in etc. verse 133. Here, 

the things to be denied are ‘devotion’s being entertained 
for wealth, etc.’ 

The figure occurs, only when the exclusion of another 
is imagined by the poet. Thus, ’IS rtSWI which is an 
example of is not an elcample of this figure, 

1. t \ gw |T5: > tigi. 
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’TK'WHff' is ;i kind otf%% which, accuiding to the Purva- 
Minirunsakiia, means ‘Restriction to one in exclusion ot the 
other, out ol two things both of which are possible.’ As the 
sentence, 1 he five five-nailed animals should be eaten,’ 
lays down an injunction that a man should cat fivc-nailed 
animals only, in exclusion of those that are not five-nailcd, 
although by his natural appetite he is impelled to the 
eating of both 

is another kind of which means ‘Restriction to 
one in exclusion of the other, out of two things either of 
which is possible ’ As the sentence lays down an 

inj’unction that a man should sacrifice in an even place, 
when eithei alternative, i. c. sacrificing in an even place or 
sacrificing in an odd place was possible to him. 

Inasmuch as, hovi'evcr, in both these kinds of 
?iriC55ir|f^ is the same, the definition of the figure 
applies to both 'I'luis,’ 'ITOfetfl and are regarded as 

identical in the Science of Rhetoric, in disregard of the 
minor distinctions of and SR'ItnrfR between them. 

The figuie is, sometimes, found as baaed upon a Paronomasia 
also , as in etc., which means : ‘the mixture 

of Rdr (colours) was to be found in paintings ( but the mixture 
of rot (castes) was not to be found among the subjects etc.).’ 

39. Thf Garland of Causes ( sKrttnRr®! ) 

Ka. xxxlv. a b c : — When each preceding object is 
(spoken of as) the cause of each succeeding object, it is 
(termed) the Garland of causes. 

The word RRf in denotes ‘repetition.’ Thus 

JRIRIt [means) each succeeding (object). 

1. HRR: I 

cf5r ^ RTfi II Vide. R. G. 

2. fR31^fsfq...WR^5| I 

I R. G. 
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The figure occuis, also when something mentioned after, 
waids is successively spoken of as the cause of what pic, 
cedes; as in etc.' In although each pie. 

ceding thing is the cause of the succeding, still, all the things 
are connected with one action. Heie, they are not so con- 
nected. Thus the two figures are distinct. 

The figure is instanced in etc. verse 134. Here 

etc. are successively spoken of as the causes of 

etc. The verse is not a good example of this figure; foi 
it is open to the fault of When it is learnt that 

18 the cause of an expectation arises that 
too must be the cause of something else. Now, this expecta- 
tion is, no doubt, fulfilled by what is said in the second line 
of the vaise. But, inasmuch as it is thcic fulfilled indirectly, 
i. e. by saying instead of directly, i. c. by 

saying uniformity, is said to be violat- 

ed here. 

The figure (called) 'the Cause’’ which Udbhaia has (de- 
Jined) as “that which occurs when a cause is represented as 
identical with an effect” has not been here defined by us, al- 
though we are treating heie of such figuics as aie based 
upon the relation of cause and cilcct; for, this (Ig) whose 
form is etc. does not at all deserae tohe (reco^fiised as) 

a figure, inasmuch as no (particular) beauty is (apprehended) 
from the employment of (a word denoting) an effect to ex- 
press a cause, as (the employment of the word ®5TS: to de- 
note in the expression 

1. TiTrffl'T i 

2- Tii55Riq% 3fi^iTit afd %#sfq 

3 ct^ 1 Vam. 
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Tf i( be said' — 'I'lic vei'iie 135 etc. is ;iu example of 

‘the Cause ’ Now, if this figuic be not admitted, there would 
be no tiKiiie in tins veise, and thus the vei.se would cease to 
be a poem, inasmuch as It ts wanting in a figure. But this 
would be inconsistent with the recognition of it as a poem by 
the ancient ihetoricians such as ’miT? etc. We reply that the 
vsrse etc. was declared (by them) to he a poem, in inrtiie 

of its possessinsl an Alliteration of soft letters (and of two 
other figures, i. e. and only, and not because 

they thouilht that it contained the figure tg. 

T/ius,fH IS but (another name of) itself, which 

has been described before. 

Sarabodhini' says, howevei, that a. distinct beauty is ap- 
piehcnded fiom the veisc etc., and that the opinion of 

Ddbhata who admits ^3 as a distinct figure, ts thus light.’ 

40. 'ritH Rfgiprocai, (w#tl) 

Ka. XXXIV. (/, x.\xv a When two things Produce 
ffach other through an act, is (termed) the Reciptocai 

The Vitti here Is simple. 

'['he recipiocal relation of cause and effect is not pos- 
sible between two things ; for, two things cannot exist befoie 
and after themselves. Therefore, the woids ‘through an act’ 
are employed. ‘Thiough an act’ means ‘through the produc- 
‘tion of identical acts.’ An object existing'* without beauty, 
is as though it does not exist. Thus, two objects are meta- 
phorically said to produce each other, when, really speaking, 
they produce identical acts causing each other’s excellence. 

3'iffaiRBd J1^T?I1: I Sar. 

2. See my Sanskrit ; Commentary on this point. It is a 
mistake to ascribe the quotation “ 

53: ’* to Ddbhata. H. Sharma. 

3. I r 
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The figure is instanced in etc. veise 136. Here 

the ‘lake’ is the cause of the ‘swans possessed of a peculiar 
beauty,’ and the ‘swans’ are the cause of the ‘lake possessed 
of a peculiar beauty.’ Thus, here, hath {the Jake and tJic 
swans are said to) produce each other, through their c//echng 
the hei^htenment of each other s beauty. The strikingness 
consists in the apprehension of the mutual obligation of two 
things through mutual acts. 

41. The Reply (sritc) 

Ka, XXXV. bed, xxxvi. ab:- — The Reply is (a) when a 
question is inferred from the mere hearing of an 
answer , or (b) when, to a number of questions, a 
number of incomprehensible answers is given 

When, from the mare ^ettin^ of an answer the preceding 
( interrogative ) sentence is inferred, that is one ( kind of ) 
Reply. 

The first kind is instanced in qn^3T»T etc. verse 137. 
Here, /rom the answer given m this sentence { i. e. verse), 
the speech of the purchaser to the effect', — ‘1 want clephanls’ 
teeth and ti^er-skins, sell them to me,’ is inferred. 

The word PM in the Kaiika means a ‘preceding sentence’ 
simply. Thus, although here no question is inferred, the 
verse is still regarded as an example of this figuie; or, we 
may suppose that what is here inferred is a question, name- 
ly, ‘Have you got elephants’ teeth and tiger-skins ?’ 

This is not although the answer is here the 

-cause of the question; for, the {figure) Reply is not identical 
with that (figure, f. e. A reply is not indeed an 

efficient cause of a question, but simply a mark 

(WWtjf) indicating the presence of it. 

Nor is this also, although it, too, contains an indi- 

catory mark ; for here the and the are not stated os 

1- ^ I ^ I S. D. 



'i\. 5rti; 1 


NOTKH 


127 


residinii in one and the same 'JiSf, as they are in 'J’he 

— the question — belongs to the purchaser, ant! the 
— the answer — belongs to the old huntei. Or, according to 
S. D., in an Inference, the and the are both men- 
tioned ; but here the queiy is not mentioned. 

Thus, the Reply descrocs to he a distinct figure. Although 
is possible here, inasmuch as ‘staying of the 
daughter-in-law in the house’ may serve as an efficient cause 
of the absence of ‘elephants’ teeth etc.,’ still, as strikingness 
consists in the inference of a question, it is this inference 
that constitutes the figure, although EfifEqfair, no doubt, exists 
in the verse. 

When, after a question (is asked), there is an answer 
which is incomprehensible, being beyond the reach of any 
other means of proof, that is another (kind of) Reply. 

The word has been employed to show that the 

questions and the answers must be many in this variety; /or, 
iKj stnicnifnes.f is apprehended from (he statement cf n single 
qaestion and a single answer. In the first kind of Reply 
where the question is inferred, even a single answer is 
striking. 

awmstl means, according to some, ‘extra-ordinai-y,’ but 
according to Pradlpa, ‘not known ordinarily, .being beyond 
the reach of any other means of proof.’ In the 

answer, being well-known, aims at but the exclusion of another, 
there being no other purpose in its being given. Hare, the 
answer stated in.the verse, not being ordinarily known, rests 
but with itself i. e. aims at bringing out its own incompre- 
hensibility. This is the distinction between the two (figures). 
The word*^ in the Vrtti means: ‘beyond the 

1. sr?iroiPTR:f^q3rftiig5;fr3TT 

1 wr. 
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leacli of any other means ol proof,’ and not ‘remiukahly 
striking.’ For, if we accept the latter meaning, this figure 
would not be distinguished from itwRWptJT where also an 
answer is remarkably striking. 

The second kind is instanced in TTOW etc. verse 138 
tiere, ‘the capriciousness of fate etc which arc not known 
ordinarily, are brought out by the answers given in theveise, 
Accoiding to the Moderns, the figure occuis, even if 
there is a single question and a single answer, both of them 
or even either of them being signficant; as in etc. 

The figure occurs even when the question is but one and 
the answers many ; as in etc.*^ 

So also it occurs when the same words express Ixith a 
question and an answer (owing to Pan nomasia ); as m 
etc.^ 

So also it occurs when two questions have only one 
answer as in % etc.'* 

42. Thf Subtlf ( <EiSctr ) 

Ka. xxxvi. cd, xxxvvii. ah :■ — When a circumstance, 
even though delicate, is guessed some-how, and is 
intimated to another by some mark (indicative of it ), it 
is termed the Subtle. 

Somehow — From some {!) appearance or (2) gesture. 
Delicate — That can he known {only) by a man of sharp 
understanding. 

change of expression etc. 

1. I 

2. ^T!iir?ra^rf|?Tr'tinr i 

3. % #sar. I 
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The fiial kind is instanced in etc., vci'se 139. 

Here, the moscaUnc action of a woman, guessed hy looking 
at (her) appearance in the form of the ‘mixing of the salTion 
with the diops of perspiration on the neck’ is cleverly intima- 
ted to hei and to other friends of heis by some one of her 
female friends, by drawing (on her hand the figure of) a sword. 
A sword is the characteristic mark of manliness ; foi men 
alone hold swords in their hands, they being fit persons to hold 
them. Here, although there is since the i. e. 

and the i. e, are both stated as con- 

nected with one and the same W, i- e. the woman, still, it 
IS suboidmate to the Iduhtle ; foi, stiikingness consists here 
in the clevei bringing out of a very delicate circumstance. 

IPtA — some particulai motion of the limbs of the body. 

The second kind is instanced in Wiifl etc. verse 140. 
Heie, the time oj assijinalwn, which (the lover) inquired 
for, is guessed from the gesture of his anxious look only, and is 
intimated ( to him ) by some (woman) sportively, by the closing 
of the lotas in her hand-~{(i mark) indicating the time of night 

43. Tiir Climax (wrt). 

Ka. xxxvii. cd An excellence (rising) successively 
(and) culminating in the end is (termed) the Climax. 

The climax is an excellence whose utmost limit is (reached 
in) the last part of a piose or poetical passage. In other 
words, it is that wheie the last part is most excellent ; for it 
is there only that the excellence rests after gradually rising in 
each preceding part. 

The figure is instanced in etc. verse 141. Here 

each succeeding thing ‘eaith etc.’ rises, gradually in excel-^ 
lence, until the last thing, i* e. ‘ a fair woman,’ is declared 
to be the most excellent of all. 

1. ffW I IIW. 



130 


K.\VYA,I*UMtS.h\ 


I 4J. l)iii«>uner.tiin» 


This IS not hecauae slrikiiiKiiesa here consials 

not in the exclusion of another, hut in the firadual rise of 
excellence. 

In the above example, the rise is ot the excellence of 
an object ot a superior quality. The figure occuns also 
where the rise is of the excellence of an object of an infeuor 
quality; as in etc. 

44 . Disconnection (awrrf^). 

Ka, xxxviii ; — When two things related to each 
other as cause and effect are represented as simultane- 
ously residing in two totally different places, it is 
(termed) Disconnection. 

In this {world), an effect such as, 'smoke etc,' i.s observed 
to be produced al the very place where the cause (.s'hc/i as' fire 
etc.') is present. Where, however, thinj>s, alfhmtjlh related to 
each other as cause and effect, arc represented a.s simulta- 
neously residing in two totally differerrt places, owind to the 
peculiar excellence {of the cause), that is ( so called) 

because, in it the mutual association of cause and effect which 
is natural to them (or well-known) is abandoned. 

Here, the word 9Rtp?I although mentioned separately 
from is yet connected (as an adjective) with 

and shows that the places must be quite apart from each 
other. Thus, the definition does not extend to such an 
example’ as ^ wsffrsf etc. where the eyes and feet are not 
completely different from each other in point of locality, they 
residing in one and the same body. 

1. 3j;r grot m 

ftgiFdsiFJlstiqlt I San. 

2. ‘ 3Et( 33^ 
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is nut a part of the delinition, l)iil a description 
simply ; thus, the figure occurs in etc. also, although 

simultaneity of time is there absent The lepresentation of 
cause and effect as residing in two different places iS duo to 
the fact that the causes here have a peculiai excellence and 
are thus different from ordinary causes. 

In a Hyperbole, there is a reversion of the sequence of 
cause and effect ; here, a local difference between them. 

Its instance is 3? etc. verse 142 Here, ‘biting of the 
cheek by the teeth’ — the cause, and ‘pain’ — the effect, are 
represented as residing in the ‘wife’ and the ‘rival wives’ 
of the Hero, in order to bring out the particular fact that 
the ‘biting’ gives acute pain to the rival wives of the Hero 
Here,'‘ identification between bodily and mental pain is at 
the bottom of this figure. In this verse, the use of a synonym 
tiRT, when the same word i. e. W®! ought to be employed, 
makes the verse open to the fault of 

If it be said : — The figure is nothing but Contradiction. 
For, just* as the residence in one place of two 

things which reside in two different places makes the two 
things contradictory of each other; so the residence in two 
different places of cause and effect which reside 

in one place makes them contradictory of each other. We 
reply— No. For, is Disconnection itself. Now 

Disconnection is not Contradiction. It simply indicates 
that there is a contradiction between two things ; for, it is 
on account of this that the two things appear to be 

1. sppfRS 
i Cha. 

2. 3151 I 3¥ti. 

3. jfg 41TTTRTf^^'>JRct. 
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contradictory ol each other. Thus, Diacoiincctioii is riuite 
distinct from Contradiction. 

Tf it again be said : — Although^ the two figures are 
distinct, still, inasmuch as no stnkingncss is here apparent, 
unless contradiction is brought out, let this contradiction 
Itself be the figure, and not Dis-connection which simply 
indicates the presence of that contradiction. Nor should it 
be said that Contradiction is where there is 
between two contradictory things, and not when there is 
between them; because the definition of Contra- 
diction is very general and does not speak of this restriction. 

We reply ; — No. For, although the definition is given 
generally, still its scope becomes restricted in virtue of a 
rule that a general proposition covers all the ground except 
that covered hy its exception. Now, Disconnection is as 
exception to the general figure Contradiction. Disconnection 
occurs where two things residing in one place are represent- 
ed as residing in two different places. This is the ground 
which it occupies. Therefore, the general figure, i. e. 
Contradiction, must leave this ground and occupy the 
remaining ground. It thus occurs where two things residing 
in two different places are represented as residing in one 
and the same place. Hence, examples of Contradiction have 
been given by us before, in accordance with this restriction 
of province made here. 

Vrtti : — This is an exception to Contradiction, not Con- 
tradiction {itself). The opposition that appears here is aue to 
the residence in two different places of two things which reside 
in one place; whilst, in Contradiction, the opposition is due to 
the residence in one place of two things which reside in two 

different places. Although {this is) not {actually) mentioned 

' 1' — — - - . . 
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in the tiehiiition of Ciaiitfadiction , htill, this foUoW$ in virtue 
of the fact that a jiencrdi proposition establishes itself {i.e. 
occupies its' ground) (if ter leaving the ground covered by its 
exception. Hence, {ContradictionY has been exemplijied by 
us before, with a regard to tliis^ very restriction of its scope 
laid down here. 

45. The Facilitation. (?wr^) 

Ka. xxxix. ab : — When ( the accomplishment of ) 
an act becomes easy through the operation of another 
cause, it is (termed) the Facilitation. 

When an act, which is began, is accomplished without 
difficulty by an agent, being assisted by another (accidental) 
means, that is named 

The term etymologically means ‘Accomplishing* 

a thing) well, i. c. easily.’ 

The figure is instanced in HlWiSfr: etc. verse 143 Here, 
the elfect, i. c. 'quelling of anger’ which is being produced 
by the cause, i. e. ‘falling at her feet,’ is easily accomplished 
by the sudden operation of another cause, i. c. ‘the roaring 
of the clouds,’ 

Thi.s figure occuis, only when one cause is intended as 
principal and the other auxiliaiy, whilst, occurs when 

both the causes are intended as principal. 

46. The Equal {h*t). 

Ka. XXXIX. cd : — If a union is (found) somewhere 
(that may be) accepted (by all) as fit, it is (termed) 
the Equal. 

Union is either Conjuction etc., or the relation of cause 
and effect. Thus, the figure (occurs) when there is an 

1. I mi I H^IT. 

2. t J SWT. 

3. I R^rr. 
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nsccrtainmcnf of a connection as /it, I’xprcssctI in the form : — 
This (union) of these two thhfts is commcndahlc. (The figure 
occurs) when a (fit) union exists between (1) two superior 
things or (2) two inferior things ; hut not when it exists 
between one superior and another inferior thing. In ftg^, 
there is a union of two good or bad causes; here, union is 
declared as fit even between two good or two bad things that 
are not causes. 

The first variety is instanced m iiIFg: filvin etc. verse 144. 
Here the union of the 'deer-eyed lady* and the ‘king’ — 
two superior things — is declared as fit. 

The second variety is instanced in etc. veise 145. 
Here the union of a ‘Nimba tree’ and ‘crow’— two inferior 
things — is declared as fit. 

Fitness of the connection called ‘the relation of cause 
and effect’ occurs when a cause produces an effect having 
qualities similar to those of itself, as in etc. 

The figure occurs, also when a thing produces a quality 
possessed by others, in virtue of its association with them; 
as in etc. 

Sometimes, it occurs when the desired object is obtain- 
ed (verbally and not really) from that source which is 
resorted to for the accomplishment of that object ; as an 

etc. 

47. The Unequal 

Ka. xl. & xli : — (l)When, in one place, connec- 
tion is not found to be possible, owing to extreme 
incongruity ; (2) when the endeavour of an agent 
becomes not only fruitless, but, on the contrary, brings 
an evil result to him; and (3) and (4) when the 
Qualities and Actions of a ('cause are respectively op- 
posed to the Qualities and Actions of an effect ; that is 
deemed the Unequal. 
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(!) When a connection between two (thutjls) is apprehend- 
ed (IS hut impossible, owini> to extreme incongruity (between 
them), ( 2 ) when an a^ent who has begun to do some (net], some- 
times, not only does not obtain the desired fruit of that (act), 
owing to that act being destroyed, (or, owinR to the interven- 
tion of some powerful obstacle), but, on the contrary, obtains 
even an undesirable result (which is quite) unlooked for; 
similarly, (3) and (4) when although (as a rule) an effect 
resembles a cause in its nature, the Qualities and Actions of 
them are still opposed to each other, that is the fourfold 
Unequal, the opposite of the Equal. 

The first kind is instanced in etc. verse 146. 

Here, incongruity consists in the nature and qualities of 
Cupid being opposed to the nature and qualities of the 
woman under discourse. The impropriety of the union is 
here suggested. 

The second kind is instanced in etc. verse 147. 

Here, not only is self-protection not secured, hut, on the 
contrary, the disaster of being devoured by Rahu is met with. 

The third kind is instanced in etc. verse 148, 

Here, wo have 'white fame’ arisiug from the dark sword,’ 
figured as the cause, in opposition to the general rule that 
the qualities of the effect conform to those of the cause. 
Here, theie is incongruity between ‘blackness’ and ‘white- 
ness’ belonging to the cause and the effect, respectively. 

The fourth kind is instanced in etc. verse 149. 

Here, the Action of ‘delighting’ belonging to ‘the woman’ — 
the cause, is opposed to the Action of ‘tormenting the body' 
belonging to ‘the state of separation’ — the effect. 

The particle =9 in the second line of the fortieth Karika 
shows that the second variety of occurs not only (A) 
when there are both non-attainment of the desired object 
and the attainment of an undesirod object, but also (B) when 
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there is more non-attainment of the desired olijeet, or 
(C) when there is mere attainment of an undesired object. 

The division A has been instanced in etc. verse H7. 

B may be instanced in etc. and C may bo inst- 
anced in etc. 

The Karikas do not exhaust the divisions of the figure; 
thus, other divisions of Inequality which may be generally 
defined as ‘Absence of compatibility between two things 
related to each other any how,’ are also possible. Thus, tor 
instance, Inequality between two things related to each 
other as part and whole may be instanced in etc. verse 

150. Here, ‘sleeping on the ocean’ and ‘devouiing all the 
worlds with the ocean’ are incompatible things and 
constitute one 1%*! Similarly, that the whole Krsna whose 
belly is able to drink all the worlds should be drunk by a 
part of a woman’s body, i. c the eyes, is also incompatible. 
This is another 

Although 'It'T (drinking) is dilTerent from qtH (looking 
intently), still, the two <TRs arc here fancied as identical 
with each other. Thus, this verse becomes an example of the 
‘ figure in question. 

In this variety, the relation is that of part and whole, 
whilst, in the first, the relation is that of opposition. This 
is the distinction between the two varieties. S. D. however 
puts this example under the first variety. 

Thus, in this and other {examples) also, Inequality should 
he understood {as possible) in this and vaiious other ways, 
according to the particular circumstances of each case. 

1. s^nfrgirqsrrrt fwpri 

II R. G. p. 446. „ 
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In Contfadictinn, what is striking is tlie residence m 
one place of two things residing in two different places; in 
Disconnection, the residence in two differeiit places of the 
cause and the effect residing in one place; but heie. the 
connection of dissimilar Qualities and Actions bclongling to 
the cause and the effect. 

48. The Exceeding (arRi?). 

Ka. xlii : — When the abode and the abider though 
smaller, are yet represented as greater than the abider 
and the abode, which are (themselves) great, that is 
(termed) the Exceeding. 

The abider is the thing contained, the abode is its 
container. When the container and the contained, although 
smaller, are yet represented as greater than the contained 
and the container, respectwely, although these (latter) arc 
intended as {Ihemselve.s) great, with a view to intimate the 
excellence of the object under description, that is which 

is thus two-fold. 

Examples in order : — ■ 

The first kind is instanced in etc. verse 151, Here, 
‘heap of fame’ — the contained, is intended as great, being 
described as incapable of being contained. 

The tiiad of woilds , which is smaller, is represented 
as greater than ‘the heap of fame’, inasmuch as the foiraer 
is described as containing the latter, in order to bring out 
the excellence of the latter (i. e. the heap of fame), which is 
the object under description. 

The second kind is instanced in etc. verse 152. 

Here, the container — the body of is intended as great, 
being described as the substratum of the whole world. 
‘The joy at the arrival of Narada,’ which is smaller, is yet 
represented as greater than ‘the body of Kisna,’ inasmuch 
as the former is described as incapable of being contained by 
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the lattei, in order to intimate the excellence ol the latter 
(i e. the body of Krsna), which is the object under 
description. 

49. The rivalry 

Ka, xliii : — When somebody unable to avenge him- 
self on his enemy is represented as doing harm to one 
belonging to him, with a view to praise that very enemy, 
that is called the Rivalry. 

When some one, unable to directly punish an enemy, 
although he has done him an injury, {is represented as) punish- 
ing {another who is) dependent on him, with a view to prove 
that Very enemy’s superiority, that is termed ; so called 

because, it is like the ally of an army. Just as one attacks, 
instead of an army directly, another ivho is an ally (l) of that 
iutmy) foolishly, or (according to Pradipa’s reading)^ secretly, 
foi fear of being killed by that army ; so here also, while an 
enemy is to he conquered, another (person) connected with him 
is conquered. The connection between the enemy and his 
friend may be (1) Direct or (2) Indirect. Thus, the figure is 
of two kinds. 

The first is instanced in etc. verse 153. Here, 

Cupid unable to conquer the Hero, conquers the Heroine 
who is directly connected with the Hero i. e. as his wife- 

The Second is instanced in etc. verse 154. 

Here, Rahu unable to avenge himself on Krsna for the 
cutting of his head, troubles, the Moon who is connected 
with him. The connection of the Moon with Krsna is here 
(Indirect), because {the Moon) has a connection (of resemblance) 
with the face which is connected with Krspa by the relation of 
part and whole. 

I mu 



(\e. ] 


NOTl’S 


139 


50. 'riii; l.osT (^i%Tr). 

Ka. xliv : When a thing is concealed by another, 
through a mark, either ( 1 ) natural or (2) even adventi- 
tious, and common to both, that is said to he the Lost. 

If through some mark, which is natural or adoantitions, 
and which is common (to both the thinji to be concealed and the 
thing which conceals it), a thing is concealed by another by its 
very nature, on account of its superior power, that they call 
twofold 

Heie, the disappearance (i. e, non-apprehension) of a 
thing is natural, on account of the thing being eclipsed by 
another thing which is similar to and more powerful than it. 
In and however, this disappearance is not 

natural. 

The first kind is instanced in SflFT etc. verse 155. Here, 
the marks ' tremulousness of the eyes etc, ’ arc natural to the 
body ol the deer-eyed lady and they .tre common to the ‘rise 
of intoxication’ , being found in that case also. 

Through these marks, the 'rise of intoxication’ is 
concealed by ‘youthfulness’ on account of its inherent 
superiority of power. 

The second is instanced in ^ etc. verse 156. 

Here, the fact of cold, which is understood from the force 
of the fact that the enemies reside in the caves of the 
Himalaya mountain, is adventitious Hence, (the marks) 
‘tremor' and ‘horripilation , which are produced from that (cold) 
are also of an identical nature, i. e. adventitious; onJtheyai'e 
common to, being found in the case of , fear also. 

^T^rriT«fT31T l%I%cTmfd UViv. 

2. I I ff5f 

I WT. 
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51. Thf Ni'civLAcr ('iJWSisr). 

Kd. xlv : — When each succeeding thing is ( 1 ) af- 
firmed or (2) even denied as an attribute of each 
preceding thing, that is the twofold Necklace. 

The Vrtti is here simple. 

The afErmation or denial of a thing as an attribute of 
another must be repeated in order to be striking. 

Accoiding to some, the Karika means: — ‘When a thing, 
which stands first as an attribute of another thing, is affirm- 
ed as possessed of its own nature by being afterwards*^ made 
a subject and then by having another attribute affirmed of 
it; that IS called As in ?! TT^iT. etc., the thing 

which stands first as an attribute of another thing 
referred to by^;, is affirmed as possessed of its own nature, 
i. e. by being afterwards made a subject (reteried to 

by ^:) and then having another attribute, i. e. 
affirmed of it. Similarly, in *1 etc., the thing '*1^ is denied 
as possessed of its own nature, i. e. 3T(5?cr, by being made 
subject (referred to by then having another attribute, 

(i. e denied of it). 

This interpretation should, however, be rejected, be- 
cause, it is opposed to Mammta’s Vrtti on this Karika; 

1. I q'lEHSdt ?^qi m 

I aPTlflrr 

q^PliTIW I tX =^1 d ^ W !aifdr ?I5f 

=51^51% ’ II 3T5( i^lrq^ q|%d:, q^^ld, 

irfd , d?! i I ‘ 
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because, according delinition id this li^ure does not 

extend to such examples as etc., and because, it 

does not literally follow the wording of the Kiiiika. 

The first kind is instanced in etc. verse 157. and 
the second in etc. verse 158. Here, in the former 

(example, each succeeding thing) is affirmed (of each preceding 
thing) in the following order — ^ women’ are affirmed of 
‘houses’-, of those (‘women’) ‘beauty’ ( is affirmed ), through 
its being said to be a means of the act of ‘decoration’ which 
is an attribute of their bodies-, of that ‘beauty’ , ‘sports’ (are 
affirmed); and of those (‘spoiis’ also, the ‘weapon of Cupid’ 
IS affirmed). In the same manner, in the latter example, 
(each succeeding thing) should be understood as denied as an 
attribute (of each preceding thing). Thus of ‘water,’ ‘lotuses’ 
should be considered as denied; of ‘lotuses,’ ‘bees,’ of ‘bees,’ 
‘humming’; and ol ‘humming’ also, ‘charmingness.’ 

The figure occurs also when each succeeding thing is 
predicated as a subject to each preceding thing; as in '•1^ 
51^: etc. Here, etc. are successively predicated as sub- 
jects to what precedes, i. e. ete.^ 

If each preceding thing helps each succeeding thing in 
an uniform manner, then this very variety becomes what 
has been called by the Ancients accoid- 

ing to R. G. does not deserve to be because it does not 
contain ‘resemblance’ which constitutes the very essence of 
and besides, does not contain and aWfrt 

things both of which are found in 


1. WflOI I 

si^RTT gsr 3^ fi'icir €ifd: ii 

2. If xf Rf trfisqpn ^111% |I% <11” 

I ^11 HTlFciiaf fUfnf I R. G. 



142 


KAVYAPRAIvAHA 


[ 52. ReminihCence 


52. Rpminiscfnc'e ( ) 

Ka x\vi. ah c\- -The recollection of an object, in the 
form in which it is cognised, on the perception of 
another object similar to it, is (termed) Reminiscence. 

In this Karika, the word, alone constitute 

the definition of The word indicates the 

form of Reminiscence, anci the words SS indicate all 

the circumstances that revive the impression of a former 
experience which generates recollection. Thus, such cir- 
cumstances^ as Destiny, Contrast, Reflection, Association of 
ideas etc. are also included. 

Or, the words may be taken as forming part 

of the definition of and thus serving the purpose of 

excluding all other reminiscences’ which are not based upon 
resemblance, and are not thus striking; thus etc. is 

no example of this figure. 

Thus, the definition ot is: — When an object, which 

is once cognised (by any of the kinds of evidence) as possessed 
of a certain form, is afterwards recollected in the same form 
( in which it was cognised before), on the perception'^ ( by any 
of the senses) or even on the recollection'' of another object 

%¥3T:-( ) I Nyaya III, 2. 44. 

I II ’ ft jt 

3. ai5r litiTira i San. 
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tehu'h Is similar to it and which is the cause of the awakenment 
(//Reminiscence, through the revival of the impression letl 
on the mind by the loimer cognition. 

4’he iigure is two-fold: — When the object recollected is 
cognised (l) in this life or (2) in some former life. 

The first kind is instanced in etc. verse 159. 

Here, the recollection is of an object e.\perienced in this life. 

The second is instanced in ^^3? etc. verse 160. Here, 
on the perception of the ‘breasts of q^tin?r’ the is re- 

collected bj) Kisna who had known it in one of his former 
lives, owing to resemblance between the two objects. 

Raghavan and a, ^ however, would have this figure, even 
where the recollection arises from Contrast; as in RrftW^etc. 

53. Trip Kruor {«i#tWiR;). 

Ka. xlvi. c</ — The apprehension of (one thing as) 
another on the perception of (that thing) similar to that 
(another), is (termed) the Error. 

Here also, the word alone constitutes the defini- 
tion. The word indicates the ciicumstances that 

produce Error, '^rejers to ‘a thirty not in question,’ which is 
referred to hy in What is similar to that 

(thing not in question), must, therefore, of course, be taken here 
to be ‘a thing in question.' When, on the perception of such 
‘a thing (in question,’ i. e. of ‘a thing in question’ similar to a 
thing not in question), the apprehension (of that thing in 
question) as (identical with) that thing not in question arUes, it 
is (called) the Error. In other words, when ‘a thing in 

1 . ) 
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question’ is taken foi ‘a thiin? not in question' which is called 
to mind through tlie impression of it being revived by the 
sight of that thing in question similar to it, it is called the 
Error. 

This is neither Metaphor nor the first {kind o;f) Hyper- 
hole -Jor, although in those figures there is an apprehension 
of a false identity between two things, still, inasmuch as the 
apprehension of that false identity is there accompanied by 
the apprehension that it is false, Error is really absent. Here, 
houiever. Error is clearly^ apprehended (to be present) as 
shown by the name (of thefi§ure^ ’STtnTilef ) ivhieh comes into 
me by following its sense. 

The natural sense of Erior is 'an appichcnsion of a false 
identity which is not accompanied by the apprehension that 
it IS false.' 

The cognition of Error is here an ascertained one; thus, 
this figure is distinguished from the Doubt instanced in 
rl^ etc. The matter in hand here is cognised as identieal 
with what is not the matter in hand. In other words, the 
matter in hand is here not cognised at all. Thus 

and ajvi are excluded; for in the arnl'fitt&nfi 

itself is absent; in although no distinction is appre- 
hended between the and the still, both 

the and the are cognised, and in 

there is an identity of qualities only, but not of the objects 
(possessed of those qualities) which are cognised distinctly. 

The delusive cognition must spring from the imagination 
of the poet. In other words, it must be striking. Thus ^ 
is no example of this figure. 

1. I 3Tfii5T4?iqOT: I i jii^- 
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'I'hf ligurc is instani'ctl in etc. verse l6l. Here, 

tlie ‘lay.s ef tlie Moon’ are mistaken for ‘milk etc.’ by the ‘cat 
ctc.‘ till out'll resemhlaiice between the ‘rays’ and ‘milk etc.’ 

54. 'I'liK CoNvrusE 

Ka. xlvii : — ( 1 ) When the thing compared to Is 
condemned, or (2) when it is itself fancied as (being) 
the thing compared, for the purpose of being con- 
demned , it is (termed) the Converse. 

When the 3WR IS condemned {by saying): — ‘wJicii is the 
use of the '3'TiPfI'T, since the SRRR itself is quite capable of 
heaving its yoke, i. e. ot serving its purpose; also ivhen the 
same {althonilh) well-known as bein^ an is {yet) 

turned into an in order to show that it has got another 
aWR in the itself, i. e. to show that the is 

superioi to it and thus to condemn it in this manner ; that is 
the twofold Converse, so called because {in it) the 
becomes a rival of the 5RRR. 

The figure is inatnuced in etc. verse 162. 

Here, the thing compared, i. c. the ‘king’ endowed with 
such various ([ualities as ‘beauty etc.’ is present; the various 
things compared to, i. e. the ‘ moon etc. ’ are, therefore, 
condemned as useless. 

' Here, although there is another figure called tfRITOR, 
still, what is striking is not Relative Order but condemnation. 

The second is instanced in R etc. verse 163. Here, 
the ‘Moon, inasmuch as she is said to have the ‘face’ as an 
3RRR to her, is represented as inferior {to that ‘face) in 
her qualities. The word R'RrIr — the Sanskrit form of 
however, suggests that even this comparison cannot 
be established between the Moon and the face, on account 
of the former being considered to be far inferior to the 
latter. Thus, (f/ic/ucf o/) the non-establishment of com pa-, 
rison leads to the condemnation { of the Moon)- 


K. 10 
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The figure is thus distinguished liom where, 

although the is superior to the as here, still, the 

fact of comparison is established between them. 

Sometimes, hoivever, an act of comparison, (hy hetnf) bat 
accomplished, leads to the condemnation {of the as in- 

stanced in etc. verse 164 Here, the turning of the 

'lotuses* which are well-known as the arpn'T, into the 
itself constitutes their condemnation, hecuuse, turning them 
into the 3^*1 is tantamount to showing that they are 
possessed of infeiior qualities. 

Here, although comparion is effected, still, the superiori- 
ty of the (i. e IS not appiehended Thus, this 

kind is distinguished from where that superiority is 

apprehended. 

In this manner, [the figure) HilW should be understood as 
occurring also when an object, which did not before experience 
the state oj being the 3qnpi, oiving to the possession of incom- 
parable qualities, is made to assume that state-, as in 

etc verse 165. Here, {the fact of) ?T®r?<5’s {assuming) 
the position of the {although hitherto regarded as) 

impossible, is {yet) declared {in the verse). 

55. The Sameness (HlffRf). 

Ka xlviii. — When something in question is re- 
presented as appearing like something else, owing to its 
connection with it, in order to show a likeness of pro- 
perties (between them), that is said to be the Sameness. 

When {a thing in question), although dissimilar, becomes 
connected with {another) — a thing not in question, — and with 
its own qualities bat not given up, is represented as having 
become undistinguishable from it, in order to show that {the 
thing in question) appears like {the thing not in question), it 
is {called) the Sameness ; {so called) because, {in it) there is a 
‘Connection of like properties. 
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Tlu' wdkI cxckulch where the thing 

jn question gives up its own quiilities. Upon t his, Pi abha* 
remaiks that the word ®f ciigor is not necessary to 
exclude rl^; hu, in a one thing assumes only the 

qualities ot another; but the things themselves aie not 
represented as undisiinguishable from each other; nor arc 
they understood as such. Thus, vfSpif is excluded by the 
woid itself. The word does not mean ‘is 

expressed’ but simply ‘is conveyed’; for the fact of the 
similarity of appearance is not ‘expressed’ but simply 
‘conveyed’ by the. words JlrH- in the verse etc. 

In llic an object is not appiehendcd at all, being 

eclipsed by another of a superior quality similar to it; whilst, 
in the piescnt liguie, an object is apipirehended, but it is 
appiehendcd as undistinguishahlc fiom another, on account 
ot both the ohiccts possessing like properties. 

In the object that is superimposed upon another 

IS one which is recollected. Here, it is one which is 
perceived. In Mciaphoi, the identity between the and 
the 'S'TtfR IS expressed by words, and not simply conveyed by 
them as here In Hyperbole, the is not expressed by a 
woid different from that which expresses the Here, 

both of them are expressed by distinct words. 

The figure is instanced in etc. verse 166. Here, 

ihe 'whiteness' of the thing in question, being spoken of as 
neither more nor less than that of what is different from it, i. e. 
of the thing not in question, is the cause of the similarity of 
their appearance Hence, they are not apprehended as dis- 
iinctjrom each other, 

_ 
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Sometimes, an antecedent ajipiehension ot identity 
between the thing In question and the thing not in question 
is infevred from the apprehension of ditference between 
them; as in etc. verse 167. Here, it is only alter 

the ‘bees’ have fallen upon the ‘cheeks,’ that the dilference 
between ‘Campaka flowers' and ‘eheeks' is apprehended ; 
afterwards the antecedent .ipprehension of identity between 
them is inferied 

Here, the apprehension of difference due to another cause, 
i. e ‘the fall ot bees upon the cheeks’, although subsequent 
cannot yet do away with antecedent apprehension of identity 
due to ‘possession of a yellow colour by and for, it 

has been (already) effected: and an apprehension (that has 
been ah'eady effected) cannot he sublaied. 

56 Tiif Extraoriiinary 

Ka xlix & 1 ; — (1 ) When an object is (represented 
as) abiding without its well-known abode; (2) when one 
object is (spoken of as) being present in the same form 
in many places, simultaneously; and (3) when some- 
body, in doing one act. succeeds in doing another impos- 
sible act, by means of the same (effort); it is said 
to be the threefold Extraordinary 

When an object is represented as existing in a peculiar 
(i. e. supportless) condition by leaving its well-hnown abode, 
that is the first (kind of) 

It is instanced in etc. verse 168, Here, the ‘dis- 

courses of poets’ are represented as delighting the world by 
existing without their well-known abodes, i. e. ‘poets’. The 
well-known abode’ is not simply the real abode, but one 
which is established by a poetic convention also. Thus the 
well-known abode referred to here is not ‘ether,’ which is 
the real abode of (sounds), but ‘poets’ who are the abode 
of as established by a ‘poetic convention,’ 
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This kind (U'cius, ,itso when a thins ia spoken of as 
residing oi -another abode; as in ^ etc. 

When one and the same object resides in many places, in 
one and the same form, simultanconsly, that is the second kind 
of 

It is instanced in W etc. verse 169. Here, one ‘rival 
wife’ is represented as being present in many places, i, e. 
heart, eyes etc. in one and the same form, i. e. that of a 
rival wife, simultaneously. 

The word excludes where the forms 

possessed by an object are dilTerent; -and the word 3*T*!«I. 
•excludes SftfR where there is succession. 

When an a^eni, hurriedly proceeding to do an act, succeeds 
in doing another impossible act also, by the same effort, that 
is another (i. o. the third kind of) 

The word shows that the agent has no intention 

of doing two acts by one and the same elFort T’he woid 
excludes instanced in etc. where the efforts are 

different. The sontence etc. is no example of this 

kind of impossibility of an act being there absent. 

It is instanced in etc. verse 170. Here, Brahma, 

in endeavouring to create a particular king has unexpectedly 
succeeded in creating other impossible things such as Cupid, 
the Sun, Brhaspati etc., by the same effort. 

In this example, although there is another figure, i. e. 
yet it IS not that is prominently 

Btrildng here. 

1. I 

I 51371. 

2. ‘ itl BT^i^PTOIcklSan. 

I Wi. 
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Here, the doing ot an impossible act is expressed Some- 
times, it is suggested , as in gflofr HT^; etc. verse 171. 
Here, the impossible act of taking away mmistei, confidant, 
bftlcived, di.s.c.\y,k e.t.c . , k ?.ug;ge,?.t<id the vfutds. ^ ^ SrW,. 

If it be said ' The representation of a thing existing 
without its abode is improper, since such a representation is 
opposed to experience which shows that a thing always 
resides in its abode. Similarly, the other representations 
contained in the Karlkas are also improper. 

We reply that such things as are described above are no 
doubt impossible- But they are here represented as possible 
only metaphorically. 

Thus, the ‘words’ which please the world arc really 
speaking uttered by a man of the piesent times But they 
are metaphorically said to be the actual words of a past poet, 
on account of close losemblancc between them. Similarly, 
the 'woman' is only metaphorically said to reside in her 
lover’s heart, on account of hei being constantly thought of 
by him So also, the ‘ king ’ is only metaphoiically said to 
be Cupid etc , inasmuch as he resembles him in point of 
beauty 

{This melaphorical representation) — {this) unusual and 
extraordinary mode of statement — itself constitutes the Very 
life {of a figure) everywhere, in these places. For, a figure 
generally does not exist without it. Hence it is said {hy 
Bhamaha and others): — (^This metaphorical mode of statement') 
— this unusual fovin of speech — which is described above {is 
found) everywhere. By this a sense is invested with a pecu* 
liar beauty. Poets should exert themselves for (securing) it. 
For, what figure [exists) without ill 

The word in the Vrtti is intended to mean a 

metaphorical description simply. It does not here denote^ 
the figure Hyperbole, because, that figure is here impossible. 
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The same is tlie mennint; ol sTPlfe T'hc two words are in 
fact synonymous here. 

The word STf^nr in the Vitti e-TCludes such a figure as 
where the deaciiption is not metaphorical, 

57. Tnn Borrower (iasoj). 

-•a 

Ka. li . — When an object quits its own form and 
assumes that of another possessed of very brilliant 
qualities, by coming in contact with it, it is termed the 
Borrower. 

When a thinii its form overshadowed by another 
{which is) near it, and with whose own superior qualities it 
becomes connected, on account of the superior excellence (of 
that another)^and assumes the form of that (another), that is 
(so called) /iccnii'ie, it (lite.rally) is that in which there 
is assumption hy the thinf; m question of the quality of that, 
i. c. the ihinil not in question. 

In one, thing is apprehended (but) as covered over 

by another. Hero, one thing assumes the quality of another, 
although its nature is not covered over by that of another. 
Or, m a thing is not apprehended, being eclipsed by 

another In things arc apprehended as undistin- 

guishahle trom each other, although they do not give up their 
own qualities. Here, only a quality is eclipsed ; the things 
are appiehended as distinct from each other. 

In the thing that is superimposed upon another 

is one that is recollected. Here, it is one which is percieved. 
Besides, a delusion is not here stated in words. 

The figure is instanced in etc. verse 172. Here, 

the colour of Arupa — Garuda’s brother, is (represented as) 
superior to that of the Sun’s horses, and the colour of the green 
jewels as superior to that of Aruna. Hence the Sun’s horses 
are apprehended as identical with the Arupa. Similarly, 
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these hoiaes are apprehended as identical with tlie ^reen 
jewels. Thus, there arc two examples of heie. 

Thus, those men are wrong who say that the figure 
occurs when an object, that has quitted its form, is again 
restored to it. For, their definition tuns counter to the 
etymological explanation of given in the Vrtti, also to 
the fact that in the Vitti, two examples have been shown to 
be present in the verse by the mention of two qualities, and 
also to the fact that there is m the example of (i. c. 

etc. verse 179.) cited by Mammata afterwards 
which it would not be if their definition be accepted; since 
theie is in that veise no restoration oi a thing to the form 
which it has quitted. 

58. 'ITiF NoN-BoRKOWER (»Rt|OT). 

Ka. lii a b : — When this does not assume the form 
of that, that is termed the Non-borrower. 

means ‘the thing in question.’ means ‘of the 

thing not in question.’ The words ’iJRTrf fiom 

the preceding Sutra are here understood. Thus, the full 
definition is: — 'If this, e. i. the thing not in question of an 
inf enof quality does not assume the colour (foim oi quality) 
of that’ 1. e. of the thing in question, although it has a capa- 
bility of assuming that colour, form or quality, (t. e. although 
it comes in contact with the superior qualities of that thing 
in question), that is termed aiiTJ'JT, so called because, it 
literally is that in which there is uo assumption by the thing 
not in question of the quality of the thing in question. 

Although here the cause i. e. ’capability’ being present, 
the eftect; i. e. ‘assumption of another’s form’ is absent, yet 
this is not because, this is founded upon the pecu- 

liarly striking circumstance of a thing not assuming the 
quality of another. 
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The I'lRuie is insLanceil in etc. verse 173. Here, 

{the lorer) dues iwt become red (/. e, aftectioiiatc), though he 
IS seated in a heart winch is extremely red,{i e. ji/oWnijJ with 
ardent laoc). Thus, the last half alone is an example of this 
figure. In the first halt, thcie is between ‘whiteness’ 
and ‘ledness.’ 

In the examjilo, the ‘heart’ is the thing in question, the 
‘man addiessecl’ is the thing not m question , for, what is 
intended here is the narration by a woman of an account of 
the state of her own heart. 

Besides, in this refer to {also), 

and arctf to Sl^pT, since pionouns stand tor any nouns that wc 
intend them to stand for. Thus, the figure should also 

be understood {as occurring) when the form of the fhini> not in 
question is not assumed by the Ihinj) in question, for some 
reason or other: as in irfiTOig etc verse 174. Ileie, the ‘swan’ 
being the object of description is the inattei in hand; rfJTT 
and qgnr arc tlic matters not in hand. The ‘swan’ does 
not take the coloui ol either. Thus, if we rest simply in the 
expressed sense of the verse, there is no difficulty m appre- 
hending the veise as an example of 


But if we look to the suggested sense of the verse, by 
taking it as an example of we see it is 'the person 

of a steady character’, not ‘the swan’, that becomes the 
raattei in hand. Thus, inasmuch as the ‘swan’ is not the 
matter in hand, there is difficulty in regarding the veise as 
an example of SfrlS'il. But, this difficulty may be avoided by 
looking upon ‘ swan ’ as nothing but the matter in hand, in- 
asmuch as it is an HW*! with rcfeicnce to a ‘steady man’ 
who is the matter in hand. 



154 KiVVYAPRAKA^A [ 50. Fruttcation 

59. I'hf Frustratton (^mra). 

Ka. lii c J & liii a h . — When, by the same means by 
which one does a certain thing another undoes it that is 
said to be the Frustration. 

When a certain thing which is accomplished by one, by a 
certain means, is rendered otherwise by another by the same 
means, with a desire of conquering (that one), that is o^rETTcf •’ 
so called because, it is the cause of the frustration of a thing 
(already) accomplished. 

It isinstanccd in S5II etc verse 175. Heie, by thevery 
means, i. e. eyes, by which God fiiva biiint down Cupid, the 
‘women’ animate Cupid with the desire of conquerinK Siva. 
Here, identity of 'eyes’ means their similaiity ; for, the 
eyes of the women are not identical with but similar to, 
those of i^iva. Thus the figure may be defined as ‘ that where 
one and the same cause produces diil’erent efi'ects in viola- 
tion of the rule that different causes produce difl’ercnt effects 

The figuie also occurs when an effect is produced by a 
case which is well-known to pioduce another ; as in ilwTrf etc' 

In all the preceding examples, the manifestation of 
opposition is due to a fancied identity between two causes 
The opposition is, however, removed when the causes are 
regarded m their own individual capacities. 

The figure does not occur when one and the same cause, 
by residing in two different abodes, produces two opposite 
effects ; as in etc. ‘ Frustration ’ is not based upon 

opposition, and therefore does not constitute a figure 

The figure occurs also when the contrary of a certain 
act IS justified by the same reason by which that act is 
justified as in etc. 

Thus, Pure figures have been described. The union of 
these, however, obtains a distinct beauty like the union of 
ornaments, and therefore constitutes a distinct figure. This 
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union IS of two kinds. (1) tho union of figuies which are 
independent of each othei , and (2l ol those which are not so. 
The fiist kind of union, is called the Aggregation, and the 
second, the Commixture, which is again thiee-fold. Thus, 
there aie in all four varieties of union, which the authoi now 
proceeds to define. 

60. The AGOREG.itTioN 

Ka. lui c t/ • — The existence of these, separately, in 
one place, is desired to be the Aggregation. 

means the mutual independence of figures as regards 
theii es.sential natures, oi as regards the words’ that contain 
them, or rathci, the mutual independence of figuies as 
regards their es.scntial nature, accompanied by the difference 
of the words that contain them. 

Tlie first’ deiiiulion of is not good, because it does 
not serve the purpo.si ol excluding the third kind of 
instanced in etc., where, althougli the words that 

contain 'TTTr and aigirrfT are identical, still, the two figures do 
not possess mutual indepeiulencc. In a TOt, however, the 
mutual depcnilcnce of figures is ncce.s.sary. The second 
definition, however, c.xcludes this because, in it the 

words containing the figures being identical, the of 

the definition is absent, means an ascertained exist- 

ence. Thus lohen these figures, i. c. those whose natures have 
been described just before (i- e. in 9th and 10th Dllasas), exist 
independently of each other, according to possibility, in one 
place, i. e. in that portion only {of a poem) which is [called) 
‘ Word ' or that only {called) ' sense ’ or even in a sentence or 

1. I 51“?: I if«T. 

vtimsiiTTafim i hhi. 
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verse which consists ol boih word and sense; that is ; 
(so called because) its nature is Connection of two or many 
(figures ) with one place, i. c. with one poetic piece. 

The pluial ol is insignificant. Thus, occurs 

even when two figuies exist together separately in one place. 

The words exclude in the fiist kind of 

which, the figures are dependent upon each other as regards 
their natures ; in the second, their existence is not an 
ascertained one ; and in the third, they are dependent upon 
each other as regards the words that contain them, or rather, 
the words that contain them are not diileient. This Aggre- 
gation may be of two figures ol ‘word’ or of two figures of 
‘sense' or of one figure of ‘woid* and one figure of ‘sense.’ 

Of these, the Aggregation of two figures of 'word' may he 
instanced in etc, verse 176. The Aggregation of two figures 
of 'sensed however, may he instanced in etc. verse 177. 

Here, in the former'- (verse). Alliteration W- -tf) and Rhyme 
{ ) — both figures of ‘ word ' — exist indepen- 

dent of each other and thus lead to the {figure) Aggregation. 
In the latter (verse) , however, and both figures of 

sense’ exist similarly (i. e. independent of each other)i and 
thus (lead to the figure Aggregation). 

The Aggregation of one figure of ‘word’ and one figure oj 
‘sense , on the other hand, may be instanced in etc, 

verse 178. Here, in the fiisi' half, Alliteration — a figure 
of ‘word,’ and in the second half, (Metaphor) a 

figure of ‘sense,’ (exist) independent of each other. 

If it be said that inasmuch as the abodes of these figures 
are different, that of 313^11^1 being ‘word,’ and of ^*1®K being 
‘sense,’ they cannot form '^^f^which consists of Connection 
of many figures with one abode; we reply that these (figures) 

1. ai5t gmiW I psn. 
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arc (here saiil lo ho) connoctoJ with one alinde, hecauso they 
are (hero) oonnoctod u'illi one and the same sentence (and a 
sentence is nothing hut a collection ot woids convejiny 
meanimra), or u'lth one and the .•turne verse (which may contain, 
many sentences). 

61 . Commix itiRK (?fsfPC). 

(«) 01 Mutual Subserviency. 

Ka, Uv, a 6:~But when (these) do not rest in them) 
selves, but are subservient to one another, it is (termed- 
the Commixture. 

But when these Very figures do not assume an independent 
position for themselves, each being dependent upon another, 
for the sake of obtaining an existence tor it.self, or for the 
production of a particular beauty, and are thus subservient to 
one another, it is so called because, its nai lire is {the 

intermingling,' i. o. interdependence of these figures. 

I’luis, the figure'’ does not occur if one figure being 
independent ol anothci assists that another, as in etc.) 
where the paronomasia on the word obtains an indepen- 
dent existence through a verbal identification and then 
assists Metaphor. 

It is instanced in ®r(^ etc. verse 179. 

Here, obtains an existence only 

as subservient to rljut in ’flM, since the production 

of error is due to the recollection of Guftja fruits at the sight 
of pearls red through contact virith the lower lip. also 

causes much pleasure to the men of taste, only when li is 

1. I i a^rr. 

2. 31^ i^q;: ffliv5fR: ^?;B55|;T?:igqq5ufrr 

qsu ‘ ’ ( k- p- ix. ) 

^qqsgqqillrflfd ^irq l Vam. 
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subordinate lo and not inUtiiendently. Thus, there 

is a mutual subscroiency here between these two fii^iircs. 
Here, the Commixture is ot two figuies ; it may he of many 
figures also ; as instanced in etc. veise ISO, 

Here, there are four {j^igures ) ; sqm In and 

Rfqq etc., ^q^ in etc, and flRiqft etc. , in 

f^lffir etc., anr/ ^q in etc. All these are apprehended 
as mutually subservient as bei ore. Of these, is suboiPi- 

nate to "^q; for, the second sense that is appiehended from 
IS due to this ^q again is suboidinate to 

’^q^and^qqf; for, it is only in consequence ol the appre- 
hension of ‘indiflcrence to the world’ — a sense yielded by 
the paronomastic word that the holding ot ‘matted 

hair’ and a ‘string of beads’ on the part of the Moon becomes 
intelligible. The Metaphor in flUTqR etc., is subordinate to 
^qqf in fqij etc. This subordination is due to a resemblance 
between the ‘cemetery’ and the ‘sky’. This lesemblance 
again exists between them not natiually, but only when the 
“sky’ IS supposed as the abode of ‘head-bones’ in the shape of 
the ‘cluster of stars.’ Of these, each subordinate figure 
depends upon each principal figuic, in ordei that each may 
produce its own beauty. The figure which is the cause of 
the ultimate beauty of all these figuies and to which all 
these are subordinate is because the terse m 

consequence of the adjectives qi^;|fiiqit55fir63q^qt°r etc, suggests 
the account of a great ‘Yogm’ — a thing not in question. This 
figure is obvious and therefore not noticed by Mammata. 

If it be said ; ‘in qtdrqiiyqa'q, sqqi is as well possible as 
■^qqi, it being possible to solve the compound in both the 
ways and Thus, the figure 

deserves to be and not^qqi necessarily.’ We reply:— 

‘There is here one circumstance favouring the determination 
0/ the figure to be (qitfsf! qq arsjqsqjl), and that is the 
attribute itself. It is universally known that what 
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IS held by the hand is u ‘string ol heads,' not n ‘spot.’ This 
requires th.it tlic ‘string <it heads’ should he prominently 
apprehended; and this is possible only whiin wo take tha 
Jiim'e to be in a the second memhei of the 

compound is always predominant. Thus, the ‘string of beads' 
itself, by coucealing the nature of the ‘spot’ becomes promi- 
nently apprehended; and with this, the attribute “held by 
the hand’’ can be properly connected. For, it is hut the 
‘string of beads that is universally known as having got the 
fitness of being held by the hand. 

It It be urged : Even in this way the attribute 
is not propel; lor when we take the verse as referring to the 
Moon, the ‘spot' is not held by her ‘rays,' but by her ‘orb.’ 
Thu-s, cannot be connected with the ‘spot.’ 

We reply, —It is true that the holding of the spot by ihc 
rays is impossible, since the Moon holds the spot on [her) body 
(1. e. orb) itself, still, in virtue' of the fact that the poet has 
deliberately used such a word (i c. 'fit:) as contains a paro- 
nomasia, we should suppose that the ‘rays’ which really 
speaking, do not hold the ‘spot,’ but arc only near’ it (both the 
rays and the spot residing in the same Moon), are, in virtue 
of [that) proximity, intended by him as holding that spot meta- 
phorically. 

If it he said: Why should you not then take to be 
the figure here by resorting to this veiy Indication ? 

We leply: — If we take the figure to be 3TOI 
ft^); the spot becomes prominently apprehended. Now since 
the spot IS not, as a matter of fact, held by the hand, the 
connection of with becomes impossible We 

1. STW I I Ch. 

2. c{;555H^fd aftll'fnil: I San. 

I Kam. 
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must, therefore, to render this tonucction possiltle, under- 
stand metaphorically Thus, it we take the figure to 

be lue shall have to resort to <36jiilT in order to I’ender Ihc 
connection of even the principal tiling (sRsq;) with 
possible. But if we take the figure to be will have 

to be resorted to, to render the connection of but a Subordi- 
nate thing with possible. Now, it is better that 

should be resorted to as legards the connection of a 
subordinate thing than as regards the connection of P princi- 
pal thing. Thus, we should accept as the figure in 

and not awr. 

According to the Ancients, this Commix lure of Mutual 
subserviency is found to exist between tiVo figures of a word 
also, as instanced in etc. verse 18-1. Here and 
a variety of f%5r ( called) ( i. e. that kind 

of where if we read from the end we get the same 
acraugemeut of letters as if we read from the beginning )' 
are subservient to each other in the two ( i, e. seeoml and 
fourth ) quarters of the veise. 

Although the mutual subserviency of these figures is not 
quite obvious, still, as the poet whilst engaged in arranging a 
Rhyme succeeds in producing a without any special effort 
for its sake, is said to depend on tpw for its existence 
whilst, is invested with a peculiar beauty only by 

depending upon f%5r-, because the fact that the Yamaka 
arrangement as dependent upon a arrangement is very 
difficult to be effected, is especially charming to the man of 
taste. This is the view of the Ancients. But, really speaking, 
there is nothing enabling us to ascertain that the poet is 
engaged in arranging a Rhyme only; or even granting that 
we have a ground for the ascertainment of this fact, still, it 
is not that is the cause of the production of but an 
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elloit ior it. Thus, is not depeiiclenl upon for its 

production. Thcretoie, this deserves to be u Commixture not 
of Mutual Huhserviency, hut of Identical Position (i. a. where 
the two figuies lesule in one and the same place i. e. words). 

B. OF DUBIOUSNESS 

Ka. liv. (■</ When there is a doubt as regards the 
.acceptance of a (particular) figure, owing to the absence 
of a reason either for or against it (that is the second 
Commixture). 

When two or many figures, although by nature fit to 
-exist together (in a verse), yet being opposed to each other as 
regards both or all of them being simultaneously intended 
by the poet, cannot exist (iogether) siimiltaneously , when 
besides, there is no reason in favour cither of the acceptance of 
one or of the rejection of the other, {reason) which would 
lead us to accept only one and not the other ; that is the 
second {kind of) whose nature is absence of determination. 
The copulative conjunction 'tl in the Siitra shows’' that the word 

itself ill the preceding Sutra is here understood. 

Although^ in the examples given below there is deter- 
minarion of the natures of figures, yet there is a doubt as to 
which of them in particular is intended by the poet. 

Instanced in etc. verse 182. Here, there is a 

doubt as to whether there is the ‘ocean being the thing 

in question and a ‘particular man’ — the thing not in question — 
being understood from the common i. e. paronomastic attributes 
used in the verse ; or a ‘particular man' being the 

thing in question and understood through the description of 

1- I I Cha. 

2. tref, 

dsrin T%JTqtI55i;i^: qf I 

Cha. 


K. 11 
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the 'ocean' which (s the thmii not in queniion, ihroiijili a 
community of attributes. 

Here, it ia impoaaible that both the figufi?a slumld exist 
simultaneously, because one and the same thing cannot be 
in question and not in question at one and the same time. 
Besides, there is heie no reason cither for or against any 
one of these two figures 

Commixture of Dubiousness existing among many 
figures IS instanced in 'RSfT'FSE etc. verse 183. Here, {it is 
dubious whether) there is 'Tqpfra, the fact of the presence 
of passion-exciting {ni^ht) time bein,^ described in a 
different manner, i e through the description of the 
Moon, the rise of which is the cause thereof ; or 
the 'face ’ bein^ completely .swallowed up by the ‘ orb of the 
Moon ' (the pronoun being taken here as an adjective to 

; or in consequence of the .superimposition of the 

nature of the ‘ lunar orb' upon the 'face’ which should be 

taken here as referred to by ; or both ‘face ’ which 

is ill question and the 'Moon ' which is not in question bein^ 

intended to be connected * with one and the same action of 

‘ destroying (internal or external) gloom ’ which is expressed 

by the verb tpSteira; or gvtnflfftrtr, both the ‘face’ and the 

‘ Moon ’ being things in question or both being things not 

in question ; or the ‘ orb of the Moon ’ being in 

question, as the time is niffht, and the face ’ not bein^ in 

question and understood through a community of attributes ; or 

, the ‘ transparency of the face’ being the subject 

under discourse, and understood through the description of 

the ‘ Moon ’ which is not in question The doubt here arises 

because there is no reason here why we should accept one 

figure as that which is intended and reject anothei as that 


!■ I Bhattoji oa 

Pamni( 11. 2-29 ). 
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nhicli i.s not inteiulod b\ tlu* poet. 'I hns, inasmuch as there 
is a Jouht as regards monv this is nothin^ but 

Commixture of Dubiousness 

But where there is u reason Jor one figure or a reason 
against another, there, the piesence of one figure being ascer- 
tained, no doubt exists ; means a reason (for one figure), 
i e, a reason favouring (the acceptance of one figure). also 
means a reason against (one figure], i e a reason not favouring 
(the acceptanceof one figure) 

It is instanced WWq etc 

Iferc, ‘ the beauty of the smile ' — which is prominently 
apprehended from the word fW'JW is favourable^ to the appre- 
hension of the 'face ’ only as prominent, because ' the bciuity 
nf the smile ’ IS directly po.S8tble in the ‘face’ only. The 
apprehension of the ‘ face ’ as piomincnt is possible in B'rqT 
only, 'riuis, ‘ the beauty of the smile' is a reason for (accept- 
ing the figure to be (^Pi^ 'The beauty of the smile,' 

however, is not ‘ favourable ‘ to the apprehension of the 
‘ Moon ’ as prominent. For, it ts not directly possible in her 
This should not lead us to suppose, however, that it is then 
‘unfavourable ’ to such an appiehcnsion. For, it is not even 
‘ unfavourable ’ to the apprehension of the Moon ’ as promi- 
nent m the way in which it is ‘favourable’ to the apprehen- 
sion of the ‘face’ as piominent; since meaning by 

Indication may be said to be tropically possible in 

the ‘ Moon ’ Thus, it is not a reason either for or against 
(accepting the figure to be) 

In etc., the attribute SFRfq' is favourable to the 

apprehension of the ‘ Moon ’ as prominent ; for, what is appre- 
hended from the line etc. is : — One Moon in the 

1. ^ I fq^sqtiqr qq% qciirt i q^r^r^q aqRciqr 

qcficrif^fq qrqq; i Vam. 



164 


IvAVy'VI’H'VICASA 


I 61 . Cmnmi'cliiri; 


form of the face being present, whai is the use of a seeoad ’? 
Now, such an apprehension is impossible unless we admit 
to be the figure in Foi, the fact that a second 

Moon has arisen supposes that there is already a first Moon, 
But a first Moon is not obtained unless the ‘ Moon ’ in 
is apprehended as piominent. But the appichension of the 
‘ Moon ’ as prominent is not possible except in 
55^; ). Thus, the attrihiite is a I'eason for It is 

not, however, unfavourable to the apprehension of the ‘face ' 
as prominent, since such an apprehension as * the face that 
resembles the Moon being present, why has a second Moon 
arisen ? ’ is here possible. Hence, cannot he said to 

be quite inconsistent with the apprehension of the ‘ face ’ as 
prominent in Thus, il is not a reason ai}ainsl 3 cii[T. 

In etc., aiiain, the fact of iLak.snil’s) embractnii the 

king who is like Narayana thwarts aqBf. For, it is inconsis- 
tent that one mans wife should embrace another althoujlh he is 
like her husband. The fact of ‘ embrace ’ cannot, however, 
be said to be a reason for (as will be seen just below). , 

In etc., ‘ the sounding of the anklets ’ is impos- 

sible in a ' lotus ’ and is therefore unfavourable to the apprehen- 
sion of the ‘ lotus ' as prominent. It is thus a reason against 

If it be said ; ‘ The sounding of the anklets ' is also a 
reason for since it is favourable to the apprehension of 
the ‘ feet ’ as prominent. How then do you say that it is a 
reason against only, and not a reason for also ^ 

Thus, in other places, whatever, is favourable to one is 
generally unfavourable to another and whatever is unfavour- 
able to one is generally favourable to another ; for, if they 
are not so, they cannot be appropriately said to be either 
* favourable ' or ‘ unfavourable.’ 

We reply ; — True what you say ; but the designation of 
one thing as ' favourable ’ or * unfavourable’ depends upon its 
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liemg jiioimiieutly .ippruhcmlcd as sucli. Here, a reason 
against — winch thwarts a (c(yunter)~proposition (i. c. that there 
is -is apprehenJed as more powerful than a reason for 

the (original) proposition i e, that there is «!<T)c?I 

If ‘ sounding of the anklets ’ be said to be a reason for 
a doubt arises as to whether there may not be a reason 
for also. But when * sounding of the anklets is said to 
be a reason against is excluded and the above 

doubt is removed. Thus, ‘ .sounding of the anklets,’ inasmuch 
as it is apprehended nioie prominently as a reason against 
than as a reason foi, ia designated after what is prominent, 
i. e as a reason against. It cannot, however, be said that 
inasmuch as ‘ sounding of the anklets ’ is favourable to the 
apprehension of the ‘feet ’ as prominent, it is a reason for a’lWj 
for, ‘ sounding of tlie anklets ’ is not prominently apprehen- 
ded as a leason toi 

Others interpret this Vrtli thus : - 

IS that by wliich something is established in regard 
to something else, i. e. a reason foi ; and means 

(that which) is more powerful than a reason for, i.c. a reason 
agaiiust What they mean is this; — ‘ Hounding of the anklets’ 
is only possible in the ' feet ’ and thus cannot be said to be 
a reason tor ^TSfr, unless it is determined that it is impossible 
in the ' lotus ’ . Thus, ‘ sounding ot the anklets ’ is desig- 
nated as a leason against, because it is first apprehended as 
such. In this {very) manner, the learned should examine 
whether a thing should be called a reason for, or a reason 
against, elsewhere also. 

C. OF IDENTICAL POSITION 

Ka. Iv ab c : — When tw'o figures, (one) of ‘word’ and 
(the other) of ‘ sense prominently reside together in 
the same place, (that is) also (Commixture). 
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‘Place’ means ‘ words’. Thus, i/ both oj 'scmr 

and a figure of ‘ Word’ also, prominently reside in ulenheul 
Words, that is also another {hind of) Commixture. The woid 
in the Karika shows that if the figures are not pioini- 
nent, they do not constitute this kind of Commixture. 

It is instanced m etc. verse 1S4 Here, 

two figures, i e. and 3|3nT5T reside in identical words, 

twice in the compound word etc. and once in 

etc. 1 . e. in the words and 

A rule has been stated in the Ivarlka that a 
figure of '.sense and a figuie of ‘word’ reside in one and 
the same place ; but this rule is only general, not universal ; 
thus, two figiues of ‘word’ may also le.side in (yne and the 
Same place , as in etc 

Here, sraurff and tpw lesidc in identical vtord.s. 

The figures ot ‘sense’ also may lesulc in one and the 
same place ; as in etc. 

Heie, ^qfsp and the first m and the 

second in reside in one and the same compound woid 

etc, 

Ka. Iv. e d ; — Thus, this (Commixture) has been 
declared to be threefold. 

Thus, tins Commixture has been declared to be only three- 
fold, being possible {\) where there IS a mutual subserviency 
{of figures), (2) where there is a doubt, {as regards figures), and 
(3) where the figures are apprehended^ as residing m identical 

1- ‘ •4TEFiq>?l I ’ 

I Viv. 

I 3*11. 
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ivoflis. It is impossthli’ tu divide Cimimixlure m (in.y other 
manner, i. e. by turning the union nl: every two of the figures 
hitherto desenhed into a scjiaialc Commixture , /or, sneft 
divisions ivill be endless. 

Thus, Jigures admittinn of division into three classes, i. e. 
the class oj those ivhich heloni} to ‘ word \ of those which 
helonii to ‘ sen.se ’ and of those which belong to both (‘ woid ’ 
and sense’) have bean expounded. 

{If it be said)'. All these figures divided into three 
classes, equally serve the purpose of investing a poem with 
beauty, on what ciicimstance then is the regulation based that 
certain figures belong to ‘ word’, certain others to ‘ sense ’ and 
certain others to both ' word’ and' sen.se.’ 

(Wc reply): The question, whether in a poem a certain 
fault, excellence, or figure belong to ‘ word’ or ' sense ’ or both 
as the case may be, is, as has been already declared in the 
ninth Lllliisa of this {hook), la be regulated in accordance with 
the Laws of presences and absences alone (namely, that the 
word being pieaenl the figure is present, the word being 
absent the figure is absent and so forth). There is no other 
circamsUmce {guiding this regulation). Tints, of whichever of 
these (i. e of eithei ‘ woid’, or ‘sense’ or both) a figure 
follows the presence and absence, to that a figure is determined 
to belong. That a figure follows the piesence and absence 
of ‘ word ’ means that the woids containing a figure do not 
endure an exchange with othei words. Thus, if the words 
containing a figure do not endure an exchange with other 
words, it is a figure of ‘ word If those words endure an 
exchange with other words, it\s a figure of ‘ sense And if 
Some of them endure an exchange with other words, and 
others do not, it is a figure of both ‘ word ’ and ‘ sense 
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It It be again urged ; Just as and 

have been classed as figures of both ‘ word ’ and ‘ sense/ 
inasmuch as they follow the presence and absence of both, 
i. e. in them certain words endure an exchange with other 
words and certain others do not ; so such figures as 

etc. that are baaed upon both senses and (paronoinastic) 
words, as instanced in and etc. 

also deserve to be classed as’figures of both. How then have 
you ranked them among the figures of ‘ sense ’ only, instead 
of ranking them among the figures of both ? 

We reply : — ^We have classed etc. as figures 

of ‘sense,’ because in them the strikingness of the sense is 
most prominentfy apprehended, although, really speaking* 
they do belong to both. Thus, just as gsmenfrHW 

are figures of both 'word' and 'sense’ because they 
follow the presence ami absence of both, so swiwnPtfiH and 
others, which are based upon (paranomastic) words should also 
be understood (as figures of both) ' word' and ‘sense' because 
they follow the presence and absence of both. And if in 
complete disregard of (this) real fact, these Jigures haoe been 
defined among the figures of' sense that is only due to the 
fact that in them the sirikingness of the sense is {most) 
prominently apprehended. 

If it be said : — Why should not the classification of 
figures as figures of ‘ word ’ etc. be regulated (as is done’ by 

rfqi r^ijJBrfJrr 

^ rifgi;r5Ki^r«it5N>rtgr i 

I 5l«r. 

2. I 
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the '.mthor ot ) in necordance with the principle 

of the relation ol the alxide and tlie ahider ? 

We reply ; Eocii though a>f accept the view that in 
whichever of these (' rsord,' ‘ sense,’ oi both) a figure resides 
to that a jigure belongs, still, we must (ultimately) accept the 
Laii's (ij presences and absences themselves For the particular 
relation of the a^ode and the ahider, that is admitted to exist 
between ‘figures’ on the one hand and ‘words', ‘senses’' 
etc on the othei, does not exist independently of these laws. 
For instance, such a figuie as ^TJTl abides in ‘ senses,’ only 
because ‘ senses ’ being piesent, is present and ‘ senses ’ 
being absent is alisent 

If it he said ■ — ''I he relation of the abode and the abidcr 
exists between ‘ figures ’ and ‘ wind ’ etc. independently of 
these Laws, since this lelation directly exists between them 
Thus, loi instance, diiectly abides in ‘senses’ and 

hence the relation of the abode and the abider between S'Ttrr 
and ‘ senses ’ is independent of the Laws of presences and 
absences. 

Weieply:- The relation of the abode and the abider 
does not exist directly in all cases. For instance, this 
relation does not duectly exist between such figuies as 
etc and ‘ words,’ since does not directly reside in 

‘ words ’ but in ‘ letters ’. So also etc. inas- 

much as they are capable of being made only by a human 
being, do not directly reside in ‘ senses ’ but in the soul. 

If it be said that although this relation does not directly 
exist between ‘ figures ’ and ‘ words ’ etc., yet it may exist 
between them indirectly ; we reply that if we admit such an 
indirect existence of the relation of the abode and the abider 
between ‘figures ’ and ‘word?’ etc , the result would be that 
what are called figures of ‘ word ’ would have to be styled 
figures of ‘ sense ' and' vice versa. For every figure of ‘ word,* 
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.It a iiijttei ol f.ict, lesides in ‘ tense ' iinliicctly, .lud eveiy 
fij'Lue ii{ ' sense ’ also resides in ‘ wnid ’ indiiectly. 

li IS therefore better to accept on/y the aforesaid Laws of 
picsences and absences as our ^ii'ding principle in distiniuish- 
ini Jiinres from each other i e. in determining whether a 
figure belongs to ‘ woid ’ or to ‘ sense ’ or to both. 

If it be said: The Ancionts have treated of the ‘ faults’ 
of figures. The fact that you do not treat of them raises a 
doubt as to whether such faults are impossible, oi being 
possible have been passed over by you. You cannot say that 
they aie impossible, because that would be .igainst experience. 
Your omission , on the other hand, would make you liable to 
the fault of Deficiency. 

We reply : — 

L h'Alir.TS OF I'lOllRliS, 1 

Ka, Ivi : — Although it is possible that some faults 
may be found in (i e. figures of ‘ word ’ and of ‘ sense ’), 
still, they have not been treated here, because they 
come under some one or another, as the case may be, 
of those that have been described (already). 

.klieady = In the seventh UUasa For instance, the three 
faults of Alliteration, i.e. Absence oj Usaie Friiit- 

lessness and Opposition to style ( ) are not 

differentfrom Opposition to Usage (nf^f^f§(^^[),S«per//uousness 
and Incongruity of letters respectively, 

because their natures are identical with the natures of these. 

Examples in order — is instanced in 
■efc. verse 185. Here, the praise of each {part of the Suds 
chariot ’9S|Tn:'TI% etc. which is the) object {of the Verb by 

each corresponding {deity which is the) subject {of the verb 
is stated only with a view’to {secure) Alliteration. Such 
{a praise) is, however, unknown in the Piiranas, Epics, etc,. 
Thus, this IS, no other than 
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is inst.uu'ea ui do. vciso ISf). [lerc., 

on a careful eonsulerulion it will (ipt>e<ir that no strikin^- 
ncss IS apprahendcd from the sense expressed (by the 
msc). The two adjectives' etc. and etc. tlo 

not at all contiibute to the striKingnesa of the c.vpreased 
sense of the verse, i. e ’Tiftwot etc. nor do they in any 

way Contiibute to the strikingness of the suggested sense of 
thevcise, i. c ‘ piospective separation.' The employment ot 
these adjectives is only for the sake of seeming Alliteiation. 

Thus, the Frintlessness of Alliteration is nothing but 
Superfluousness. Alliteration, although present, is not hcie 
staking because the excellence of words (which is Alliteia- 
tion) is not here accoinpanied by a corresponding excellence 
of senses Figures of ‘ word ’ also, become striking, only by 
invcataig a sonie with a paitu.ular excellence. The dcsigiui- 
Uon of a figuic of ‘ word ’ is due only to the iaet that woida 
in it do not endure an exchange with other words. 

is instanced in etc verse 188. Here, 

by abandoning’ the Dulcet (aqnTuf^r) style which 
contains letters inauifesliug Sweetness ( ), the 

Grand .style eontaining Ictiers that aie harsh and 

that manifest Bnoigy is einjiloycd. This {.tyle — 

tins exuberance of harsh letters — is, in the manner described 
before, i. e. while tieating of Excellences in the 8th 
Dllasa, {extremely) inn ppropruite to the Erotic (|f^tT^) which 
is the flavour ( ) in the present verse. Thus, Opposition 

1. =51 tlR^lTar- 

ratlti'ng;?! ‘ ’ sra q:i=s>Tr4^, 

d|TraJE I Viv. , 

2. I gqqinftcBT 

?1 I q^If. 
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to style consistinii in an Alliteration oj lidrsh letters is nothing 
hut the I’Aiitt called incorijlruit'} o/ letters, 

Composition oj a Rhyme in three qiiariers (only of aveise) 
is the fault (named) Unemployedness as iijsUiuced 

m etc. verse 189. Here, the Rhyme, occurring 

in three quarters only is nothing but Dnemployedness. For, 
such IS not the practice of poets in general. The practice^ 
IS to employ the Rhyme in one quarter or two or four, but 
not in three 

In '3Wr, Inferiority of the 39m*T ovei the in point 

of class or sise, or Superiority of the same kind (/. e. m point 
of class or size) is the fault (called) Improper Signification , 
whilst. Deficiency and Redundancy residing, in the (common) 
property come under Deficiency and Redundancy of a word, 
respectively. 

Examples in older •- Inferiority tn point of class is 
instanced in etc. 

Heie, the class or rathei caste of a is infeiior to 

that of the man under description. This inferiority of the 
HlPPr suggests “doing of sinful deeds,” which is repugnant 
to the object under discourse; where this suggestion is, 
however, intended, there is no fault. Thepieaent* verse is 
thus an exarnplc of the fault under description, only when 
the comparison is intended in point of ‘rashness,’ not of 
‘sinfulness.’ 

Inferiority in point of size is instanced in etc. 

Here, the spark of fire is far inferior in size to the Sun, 

Superiority in. point of class is instanced in 3Ttf 
etc, verse 190. 

1. Titg ^ 1 

§K'ngj, ^ g; 1 Sud. 
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Here, Bialiin.i i.s supeiioi to the 'tJERfJW in point ol elasa. 
'I’he word ‘Rrahmaii’ is a tlass-noun hero. Because Rrahnias 
are supposed to ho many, there being one tor each ^*3. 

Superiority in point ot size is instanced in etc. 

verse 191. Here, Hell etc. are vastly superior to the navel 
etc. in point of size. 

Thus, here, i. e. in all these examples ihe {oarious) 
objects under description are extremely depreciated by {^ettiiiji} 
etc. as ihe such comparisons bring out only 

contempt or ridicule of the , — contempt when the 

arc inferior, ridicule when they are superior. Thus, 
this is nothing but Improper Signification {s^gf^rTt^raf). 

Deficiency of the common property is instanced m >7 
etc. veise 192. 

Here the property called ^li^htnin^’ possessed by the 
corresponding to (the property) ‘ Mimja-jirass ' possessed 
by the i.s not cxpi'e.sse</ by any word in the vevse. Nor 
can that property be obtained by implication ; foi, there is 
no invariable concomitance between the two properties. 
Without that property, however, resemblance stated in the 
verse is not clearly apprehended. 7'lms there is a fault. 
But this fault is no other than Deficiency of a word. 

Redundancy of the common property is instanced m H 
etc. verse 193. Here ‘Conch’ or any other property 
of the IS not stated: therefore, the statement of (the 
property) ‘Moon of the corresponding to that of the 

is redundant. Thus there is a fault. But this fault is 
no other than Redundancy of a word. 

So, also, if the difference of Gender or of Number would 
make a word expressive of a property that is common to the 
and the gfTJTR, assume tne gender or number^od a word 
expressive of either, and thus would make the common 
property uncommon i. e, would connect it with either the 
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1)1 the '3Wr*T only luil not with both, then uuisnnich as 
that property is connectcil with oiu; only, i. t*. eithei the 
oi the compaiison cannot he appi chcruled i'lom the 

verse, since its appiehcnsnm is possible only when the 
common property that IS stated in the verse hciomes con- 
nected with both the and the stWR. 

If it be said: — Though the common propeity expressed 
in the verse is connected with one only, i. e. either the 
01 the 'STRTtf, still, we may appiehend comparison by taking 
another common propeity which may he supposed under- 
stood^ as indicated by the particles etc. 

We reply ; — Although in this way the appiehension of 
comparison is possible, still, in oirtuc of this common property 
that is understood , {the thmjl mentioned in the verse, as either) 
the or the would be apprehended ns either the 
or the '3'IRPt, not by itscll, but only as possessed of the property 
that IS stated in the verse. Hut this is not what is intended 
by the poet. For, whut he intends is that comparisom 
should be apprehended by means of that common property 
which Is stated in the verse and the presence of which alone 
is indicated by the particles f’T etc., and that the 3'W’T and 
the should be understood as such, by themselves. Thus, 
what is intended by the poet being clearly not established, 
this difference of Gender or ol Number is a fault. But this 
fault IS no other than Violation of Uniformity. 

According to Prabha’ and Chakravarti,^ the Violation of 
Uniformity here is thus : — The comparison which began by 

1. atar I ( 5P-1T. 

3.’ I 3151 ^5?n:<JTT 

3 ifri iti?isii%i%s^reT3T^N- 

1 Cha. 
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having the -awt? lU' the as not pnsseased of anj' lUtii- 

bute, ontls liy havini; the <ii‘ the as possessed ot 

an attribute. 

Accoiding to Vivarana,* it is thus: — The coraniun 
pioperty that began by connecting itself with the or 
the3T3Tf5i expressedl} now ends by connecting itself with the 
IWH oj the impliedly. 

According to Hanketa,’ Violation of Uniformity heie 
consists in the fact that the common pioperty assumes one 
gendei when connecting itself with the 3'Tm’T, and another 
gendei when connecting itself with the 

Dittereiice of Gendei is instanced m etc. 

Here, the common property being expressed by a 

noun in the masculine gender becomes connected with the 
only, and not with the^Wf*!. This is, however, Violation 
of Uniformity as shown above. If no common pioperty is 
.stated in the verse, this fault docs not occur. It does not 
also occur il a common property is expressed by n verb; as 
in '#51 n‘5t5{% qoslStl**, etc. 

Difference of Number is instanced in •H'if:#' etc. 

Here, the common property expressed by a noun 
in the plural number becomes connected with the a*#*! ‘flRfi’ 
only. Here, the difference of gender, though present, is 
insignificant. For, if the be in the plural number, 

connection of the common property with both would be 
possible, in spite of the difference of gender. Where, however, 

1. JT?rtiq5TrcrFrm5iT5=?r^^fd, ^rxivficair 3-qjm HrfFiriw- 

3211 qfr ( 31=^^211 siffR- 

Rldi » Viv. 

2. t 3fvr=^t3n'^ m 
asKTriin; 1 San. 
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a ivord expressive oj the common property assumes a gramma- 
tical form that requires no ehnnjle when it is to he connected 
with the word expressive vA eithei the or the 
this fault does not occur, because the word has jiot a form which 
renders it capable of bcin^ connected with both the and 

the On spite of the difference of lender or of number). 

Difference of Gender no fault, iS' instanced in 
etc. Here, the common property can be equally 

connected with both the ‘ 9^: ’ and the sqtriH 

^ TfH:’, though the genders of the words expressne of both 
are different. 

Difference of Number no fault, is instanced in etc 
verse 194. Here, the common propcities aragill:, iTg^rtTSH. 
etc. can be equally connected with both the ‘ qq ’ ‘and 
the ^qqiq ‘f^qq’. {Similarly) also, when there is a Difference 
of Tenses or Persons, ora Change of the Imperative Mood etc. 
the apprehension (of comparison) does not strike (us) as that ot 
a thing possessed of a uniform nature in the manner in which 
it strikes us when there is no difference of Tenses etc. 
Thus, this Difference or Change also comes under Violation 
of Uniformity itself. 

Difference of Tenses is instanced in qiq etc. 

verse 195. Here, (what is intended is): hut 

not 3tiq. Thus, there is here a difference of Tenses. 

Difference of Persons is instanced in hRqq etc. verse 196. 
H ere, (what is intended is): 5531 but not ( 5:31 ) 

The latter part of the verb i-c. the termination 
% of the second person singular makes the Verb agree 
with the pronoun understood referring to who is 

the person addressed in the verse. For, it is a rule that a 
word denoting a person addressed, agrees with a verb in the 
second person. Now, since th^ latter part (?I ) makes the verb 

agree with (.the noun denoting) an object that is not 
addressed, (the second person of the verb) must be changed 
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{inlo the ihiiuh person). For, tlu- comiectioii of this verb with 
a5tr r noun not in the vocative ease cannot be apprehended 
unless this chiinRo is etfected. Thus, there is a difference of 
Persons We ahnukl, therefore, lead This termina- 

tion ot the third peison can now make the verb agree 
with a noun which lofers to 8;^r in the vocative case. 
Change of the Impeiative Mood is instanced in ^1^^ 
etc. Here, (what is intended is): JTnt but not 

(w) traf9- Foi, the Imperative mood can be used m 
connection with only, but not in connection with 

the Ganges which was and is even now flowing Thus the 
Impariiiioe Mood xvhich consists in mahing a thin^ do what it 
Was not dowil {before) is changed into the Indicative, 

Similarly, other like thinits, although admifling of a 
connection with the may not admit of a connection {with 

the thus, the change of the Imperative Mood etc. (may 

he found to occur elsewhere also) 

h'oi instance, there may ho a change of the Benediotive 
mood as in ' etc. So also there may be a change of 

11 verb as in etc., where the verb is impossible 

in tlie case ol the and must, theiefore, be changed 

into another. 

The word ^15! in means ‘ change ’ not ‘ difference.’ 

Foi, we do not here get two different Impeiative Moods, one 
as connected with the and the other as connected with 
the aim 

(If it be said :) In all the examples above cited, we may 
take a common property, either expressed or implied, different 

1. I ‘ f%i: 50^5 ^ ’ ftJiRD- 

I IRI 1 

^i*tifr aT*.ifHRciiiq^sr i sf^n. 


K. 12 
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li'om thilt which is iihccteil hy the i‘han‘ 4 e of lenses etc., thus 
through this aiiothei propeity, the afifM'chcnsion of comparison 
may result ; afterwards the ccumnon piopcrty which is under 
dispute may be connected with cither the S'TtftJ oi the as 

the case may be. Foi instance, in the verse etc , we 

may take as the common pioperty between the 

‘ creeper ’ and the ‘ Heroine ’ and by means of it may undei- 
stand comparison ; we may then connect with 

only. Thus, there is no Difference of Tenses etc. at all in the 
above examples In those places also where another common 
property is absent and the comparison is apprehended through 
that common property which is expressed (in the sentence) and 
which undergoes a change on account of the change of 
tenses etc., as in 1=1 etc., compaiison cannot tail to be 

apprehended, since We may take the same common pioperty, 
i. e. ) not as expressed by the words HFIt but 

as implied by the particle ?('T, and thnmgh it understand 
(comparison by undarstandinf) the sentence thus -.— This (man) 
whose habit, like that of Yudhisihira, is to speak the truth, 
speaks the truth. This common piopeity cannot he changed, 
because the habit of speaking the -truth which is the meaning 
of — is the same at all times (either in the past oi 

in the present). It should not be urged that, comparison being 
thus effected by the words pr??[=(l^r, the remaining 

words are useless, and that thus, there is Tautology 

( in ) ptPT =t?Rr. For, just as from the twice 

employment ot the verb 311 in ^313 an -additional idea 

of ‘ nourishment in a sumptuous (and not miserly) manner,’ 
is brought out and thus there is no Tautology there, so there 
is no Tautology here also, because the repetition of 
conveys the additional idea that truth-speaking is quite 
(disinterested and) natural ai>.d not selfish on the part of 
this man-.'^ Thus, (from the whole sentence etc.) lUe 

apprehend that this man is a speaker of the truth by speaking 



W»T>T I NtU'i’S jycj 

ilic truth like i. i>. naturatly ; in othei winds, that he 

IS a natiiial speaker of the tiuth 

(We reply •—) 'rrue what you say. But this justifica- 
tion is to he resortol to only in the case of such examples as 
have /onj| been in current use. It is not, however, completely 
free from objection. For, Tautology Jestroys, i e. delays the 
apprehension of the thing in question such as a flavour or a 
figure. That it does so is the experience of men of taste and 
cannot, therefore, be Rainsatd. 

Moieovcr, we cannot accept youi view that comparison 
can be apprehended by accepting a common pioperty that is 
implied and rejecting that which is expressed. Because, 
comparison is intended to be brought out by means of the 
e.xpreaactl properly itself. 

Absence of resemblance ( ) impossihlity )— 

faults occurring in — also terminate in Improper Si gnifi- 
cation ( ) ,;«(•//. 

is instanced in etc. Hera, resemblance 

between a ‘ poem ’ and the ' Moon,’ and ‘ senses ’ and ‘ rays,’ 
IS nowhere perceived in tho world. Thus, this is improper 
Signification. 'L’he word shows that the figures in 

tbe line is and not 

Chakravarti’ says, however, that this fault is nothing 
but Unemployedness otherwise, some resemblance 

between the ‘poem’ and the Moon, say, for instance, 
pleasingness,’ can be found out, and thus comparison can be 

‘ Biraisq-sqifrq ’ 
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brought out Iroiu the verse, as it is tioin etc, an 

example' of the fault called Obseuiity ('fiKfar), 

Although here and elsewhere has been translated 

by the word ‘resemblance,’ still, as has been shown already 
(Vide Note, p. 1), it really means which is the 

cause of ‘resemblance’ and 51^, 3?^ and are 

here the sig^Wls^ of the «%f. The of it here and 

in the other places wheie the woul WftHPq occurs is 
itself. 

IS instanced in etc. veise 197. Hei’e, 

also flaming showers of t'ciin issuing out of the orh of the 
Sun are impossible. Thus, the tiling described (in the verse) 
displays nothing but Improper Siiinification 

The fault of called ‘inability’ is nothing but 

Inexpressiveneas (3ttn=aPKf^) of a woul. In (dso, such 

words as §«l, etc. alone are able to brin^ out (the sense of) 
probability and not the word also which sint>ly,^ i. e, not 
accompanied by .such a word as SUftT: etc , is able to point out 
mere resemblance Now that (resemblance) is not here intend- 
ed. Thus, the inability of this (word.i. c. to brinp out 
that (sense, i e. the sense of probability) constitutes the fault 
of Inexpi'essiveness. 

is instanced in etc. verse 198, Here, the 

faulty word is tpil ; we should therefore read for Wf- 
The fault of called ‘Objectlessness’ is nothing 

but Improper Signification. 

The adducing of another proposition to corroborate the 
statement of a thin^ which, although imagined as probable, is 
yet void of real nature, and is, therefore, like any (other) un- 

1. =tt gqtiiJTgq%ii^=q g:iqwig#Tpi^ I Cha. 

2. I iliai:q^i7fgqpR5qTp^;tfq: | sfjfr. 

3. ‘ as|^’ ^1% g=v5i-. qi5; 1 q*ir. 
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teal thinii such aa ihe hovn of a tv.m-, is vxtremcl,^ improper 
like the drawiuji of piehu'es in ilw sky. Thus, the fault 
'Ohjcctlessness' of this coiioborating the state- 

ment of a matfer which is the auhlcct of is nothing: but 
Improper Signification. 

is instanced in etc vcise 199. Here 

‘fear from the Sun ' on the part of ‘ darkness ' which is an 
inanimate object is itself impossible Whence then the possi- 
bility of ‘proieciion by ‘the Himalaya Mountain,' due to this 
fear on the part of ‘darkness’ ^ 

Thus, this (fact), i. e. ‘the Mountain’s protecting daik- 
ness’ being apprehended here as possessed of an unreal 
character, there is no (question of) improhabihiy about it. 
Hence an attempt to corroborate this fact , i. e. to show that it 
is prohahlc, is altogether useless. For,‘ corroboration has for 
its obicet the roiiioval of an improbability. But, here the 
liict being uiicaal .itid of an itidcfinablo nature the question 
wheLhci it is puibahlc or otherwise is quite in elcvant. It is 
only tliosc facts which arc leal and whose natures are as> 
certained, which deserve coriolxiration, i. e. which niu.st be 
shown to be probable. Thus, the coi rohoration of iin unreal 
fact is laulty. It is faulty only when the tact is unreal and 
indefinabk; naturally, It is not faulty, however, when the 
fact, although unreal and indefinable naturally, is yet imagin- 
ed by the poet as possessed of a real and definite nature; 
as in etc. (Vide example of si*fpcltr31W). verse 88. 

A in virtue of attributes common to the 

and the intimates, i. e. causes the apprehension of, the 

1. sfgqqrRiiii^H'ni# f| I ^ =qmTgqqi%: i aw- 

«Rirt^q;5gnq ^ 1 viv. 
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particular intemled in the verst', althcmilh it is not there 

stated ill actual vvoids. Henre inasnntc.h a.s that StWR is 
already apprehended, f/iere is here no motive for tijiain shiting 
it. Thus, (this) purposelessness oj (the statement of) //le aquTfti 
IS a fault ; but it is nothing but either Superfluity (*igssr’fe) 
or Tautology ; as in etc veise 200. Here, 

just as in virtue of the common attributes nfiJ 

the use of the particular (tender of the nouns and 

the Sun is intimated to he the hero, and the ‘directions’ to 
he the ‘heroines so for the same reasons, i. e, in viiUie of the 
common attribute ®rffaJTR'fI?Bf 5 t(f and the feminine gender of 
the noun ‘the beauty of the autumnal day' Will also be 

intimated to he the rival heroine. This beitijl the rose, what 
necessity is there of stating the liy the use of the 

Word which is expressive of itself^ 'I'hus, the word 
is either Superfluous (according to tfftfff), or Tauto- 
logous (according to otheis), liecause its sense is obtained 
by Implication from the other words of the verse. 

If it be said . If the statement of the is open to 

the fault of superfluity, then would he without a 

province, for, in it the presence of the 3WH is necessary as 
enabling it to become striking. 

We reply ; — No. For, that is the province of where 

even though common (or paronomastic) attributes are present 
unless the is stated, is not apprehended as 

(clearly as in the verse etc. where it is clearly appre- 

hended even though the may not be stated). 

What is meant is this -Where even though the 3'WrH' is 
expressed by a word expressive of itself, does not 

vanish, there inasmuch as is necessarily apprehend- 

ed independently of tlie itself serves the 

purpose oKhtimating the Thus, the employment of a 

■word to express the is there useless ; as in etc. 
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Bui, where FriTfWtftE vanishes when the 3<Ttn[®r is ex- 
pressed, and where the is not appireheiuled when it is 

not expressed, all the attributes mentioned in I he verse being 
connected with the only, there the should be 

expressed ; as in =31 etc. verse 201 . Here, the STtTFt, 

i e ‘ Morning twilight, ’ cannot be clearly apprehended 
unless it is expressed by the word IWTS^Ktrr. 

In also, uselessness of the statement of the 

matter in hand is the fault called ‘Superfluity.’ 

There also, the matter in hand, hein^ apprehended in this 
fiery manner,'' i. e. from paronomastic or common attributes 
should not he vitiated by the fault of Superfluity Ly again 
being expressed by a word; as in etc. verse 202. 

Here, the matter in hand. i. e. a ‘thoughtless king’ can be 
intimated hy {the description of ) the Universal of the parti- 
cular kind, i. e. the ‘Non-recognition of the difference of 
things,’ which is not the matter in hand. Thus, the expression 
of it again by a word is improper and constitutes the fault of 
either Superfluity or Tautology. 

Thus, these faults belonging to figures, and other possible 
faults also, similar to these, do not deserve to be separately 
treated, because they are included under the class of those very 
figures which have been treated already, i. e. in the Seventh 
Dllasa. 


-'Nr- 






KAVYAPRAKAS^A 

APPENDIX 

1 

?5rf% ?TI=gW: ll Ku, 163. 

31^3 sTTarq^jjTJi; | siftM firw^^n?, i A. 

The word in Mammata’s definition of 3?r3 includes 
in Its meaning, courage, generosity etc. also as wealth. 
Thus, 3n?g(% IS nothing but (Vide Ddyota on 

2 atftjtp. 

^g§'«TJftp5?TTrstT?ia ^fci ii Rti. 

fai^T¥^r i Na 

Ex. ipfn trtf^ 53r5s?ci?i5i^ =si i 

3^3q?ra: %% i 

This may he included under as defined by Piadipa. 

3 3rE-R;rr^3:lfiiieJii^>T5i;. 

aifvrtfiT?^5ti%e4 rifi; i S. d 

Ex ^5f W7?: 

5i5ffqn3tn]^ g’siciT: ir 

This is ^’T'K. 

4 31 ^^. 

5nfg^-!TJ7^f55Tg^^ ^ I a D. 

Ex. f fg?rrf^ I 

This is a kind of stfRR (Vide Udyota pp. 112-3.) 
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5 argipi. 
tR?rfirv3r: i 

|| ICu. 145 

occuis also when the quality possessed by an object 
is biought into piominent leUcf by proximity with another 
object. Thus srggoT is not a distinct figure. ( Vide TDdyota 
on 

6 sigTSSIsv^t. 

to ii A. 

1 he mere knowledge derived from this kind of evidence 
is not staking and does not minister to the expressed or 
suggested sense of_ the verse Thus, this is no figure, 
{Vide Udyota siT^!trafH; I TOcqqrmstfqsn^f^qil. 

?^frl'qrirq?ltTtrftniH — on sqitjfilltsqRPC. ) 

7 arg^T. 

^qttrrjtTTOTsg^ nyn^^tcf, i 

II Ku. 137. 

The three divisions of mentioned by *!»«?£ are not 
exhaustive. Hence ^Iqiq occurs also when a man desires a bad 
thing by seeing some good in it. Thus, ®t 35 ti is not a distinct 
figure. ( Vide Udyota on 

8 (a) 31TOrf%. 

Ex. etqiR ?rf> ftTO ^ ffspTOm, 1 

511^: II (R. G. p. 487.) 

g5TOtiq?q(^!TR^iqf^!q{%: ll R G. p. 485. 

When the establishment of one fact implies the esta- 
blishment of another fact, the reason for the establishment 
of both being the same, it is According to Udyota, 

howeverf^fqi^ is included under the third kind of 
or ST^tnif. Thus, in the verse fro: q:i 
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thoic iS tii etc., rhcre is the third kind 

of 

8 (b) aTSTT>Tf% ( as .1 kind of evidence ) 
=5|(WT?risfe:g:fITS5!|?Jrmfq{^':q^ 1 
JTtrr qf^srai ^rrerr^p^^irsfa ii 

qf^sT^i t qjKi i srnrcl 

5 qffsi^t 5r ! A. 

3T^ qf5Ttr?n[«rrr wfgsilpti^qrsT^^rrf^qT ritrtesr- 

q^qsiig; i 
This is nothins 

9 3t5q. 

arstj ^ i 

rrfwratr^^r Issr q;> 5rcrtrcr*ra ti Ku. 97 . 

^rfoiqf^^^qf gifwqir ai^sQ^iq; & 3i?r fgrTfR^isitqi srq- 

wr^srtra ( Ch. fgr?f?off afa i 

The word *f?g, in the definition of means simple 

'excellence’ also. Thus 3T5q where thete is an e.xcellence of 
thinness is not distinct from srfiW. (Vide Ddyota on 
«TfiWT®q!rK.) 

to mm. 

3r4?*T cJ^fiT^rsTSRTJTcrl Ru. ^fqss^c^ aTJnqi5ji5,» 

Ex. igr firqT i 

ER33r«'w^^^5ssr{^‘3fw(¥qn:5!*i5^?rr?r, ii 
This is included under the second kind of 3t[r?r. 

11 31^r. 

en'wTf cf^ ?ng- flt iE^rRrT?mgfi^?;fg?5 • 

* 

5i¥raf JiTrtrifcr ^rrstH^ii 1 
'qfs q?rrf% Rit « Ku. 136. 



I ?n 1 HfMT rK'twf?ftf?i^«qf'?33(^ i 

^5r.crfflcq?i Krmy^ir jqg'^Epjptrr i(¥i--f^)!TtfHiqs-"»E^t<55r’TJ^'>iTMrEfi "afoirr: i 
fTic^f^r^r q’srfwifssfr^iqot B-ifj)-^;q^)«n'«t#t Ermfr: | v. 

This IS included uiulci PtW oi, soiuetinies, under '¥!?S|*n 
or, what is still better, niuler (Fn/e Udyot.i on 

12 'iTHW. 

irgsfgfitmR'f’i^^j I R. c;, p. 2111 

Ex. 5g*Tf%?I%sfcr flR^: 3m: I 

sT^fHrctfffTs^lfe^Iim’^cr II R f!. p. 211. 

Whiit IS striking ui the ex.impli's ol 97<J>Tisllic slatcnient 
that the liguic •aqqr is ab.sent. 'I'lnih 3?W is no I’uture. (Vide 
IJdyota on simqF'SqilK.) 

13 3T?4m. 

qi’l §ttwgt'Tr2%f3rPT 11 Ku. .S4. 

^ I 3-«qr2^fT, ar:3:>Fr. 1 

d’his la nothing hut ; for the .statement of an im- 
possibility only ministers to (Vide Udyota on 

H 3 j|g. 

firqsKlcrl ^re^Tfq- ^ef'iqir^gffr mrwk 1 

^Tt^JT^af: ^qffTli=HSJns?TlErl^f^ II Ru. 

Ex. mai I 

qgqrmtr q^qqq^sfq 11 

:^83ffqq% I I aj,q q^qfq f^sBRaSR^ 

?I5qfq qfW'tqtl^^qifqfqaJR a^qqjgscqtf^ qtqtfq I Na. 
This is 
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lx (,j) srr^T. 

E\ fT?’7irs(«=g>^Fif^!T n'liFJf f% Tt#5)np|5Tt i 
'Ihv'o IK w'stlusit; I'ut 

1 5 (b) 3ltt«T. 

FfSTT'^’^^T >?« I S. D, 

E\. ?rs55 %iT; <};r?fi q?«rrJt: «Fg ^ T%gr: i 
TTififT 5T?ff flgrasr HcTr wgig; |i 
A proCetulcti iiffiimation like a pretended denial maj 
alhd i'c regarded as siOT. 


16 atm?. 

R^fir^-Tf'T’Ijrrrf'-f m I 

ntT^=7rfpr nx^ Eptfsrr ’xaxffr xjx:g! )i A. 

Vuir Ki'inarlv (in 

17 wxxigfe. 


3Tr5ir-ift'?a^r?l ^51 ^^xrf^’xwr i 
3tg& JTfr?X f'ni^ X!lf ft xl=?i& I A. 


Vide Rfiuiii'k on 9Tgq'0i% 

IS 

ftft'cr fw^cgrft 

xi^t II 3'^Tfit’ffsg I Trraftf 

Jiraraa ^ ftpt^^ssr: II Kn. 49-50. 

Rffti-i ?t9^x5; I g'xft crqft^'axft i ft^wftx i 

^3fg;feEpr: ftwft I IT^XX. I 


In the fiist line, the word g'tft is repeated. In the 
second the sense ft^pr^r is repeated. In the third, both the 
word JXI^ and its sense are repeated. 

This does not deserve to bc»?1r<l^ in the first pl^. Fol^ 
the common property is not mentioned only 
does not reside in both the aftX and the The iolJoners 
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of MamniJta include ihcse exatnplcs under siT^'‘K®Ffi'TOt itsell, 
(Vide Udyota on 

19 Strat:. 

sTi^Rrrrtfqssf’jra 3r^frf*ic?r?i5T ^«Tr i 

0 

qig w: TW It Dan. 

Tins does not deserve to be a figure inasmuch as no 
strikingness is apprehended from it. 

20 ^grt?? 0 T. 

gtstttmTTTJlr rl^cp^Jfr 

ii K-(J- p- 213. 

Ex. f^?rFr: i 

nHT ^til W: II R. G. p. 214 

The wokI in the example 3'T-liTK>t«li etc. conveys the 
sense of corroboiaiion. Thus, this is nothing but 
(Vide Udyota on 

21 

^lielt^fRlfeHfur^iiqEBt I git! 

wft^!t 3ttst?t I 5!%rtpgf^^ '9[*t ^ giaifii ^ ii Ku. 148 

I 5ttB c(?T %=firrq' ^Pt#^ 

1 ctSTT HmTPqgSi'ni^EptlltcJir 

SfT^ cl^ %qtwr f^WStltl: 1 

Although in i%tnf^ etc. the Mountain Himalaya is recog- 
nised by means of cold, still, its presence cannot be inferred 
from the marks ‘ whiteness etc.,’ since these marks aie 
common to ‘ fame ’ also. The subsequent fact of the recog- 
nition of the Himalaya only confirms the antecedent fact of 
its concealment by ‘ fame.’ Thus 3!=>TlfeJrr is not distinct 
from (Vide Udyota oif #%fli^i:n:.) 

So also is not distinct from IfltlEtl For, the 

antecedent apprehension of resemblance cannot be sublated 
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by the aubscqueai .ipprohonsion of ditlei'cnce. (Vide Ddyoia 

1 3?q‘fi?iqT^?5|q. I) 

22 ^•qiTW. 

?rts?qtg:?gjfl i A. 

Ex. ?TT ^%Tt RTSTT^nfl' 3*n{gqiii5r I 

frRepTfqw: qtspsi^l^trrfsicl: II Ku. 

Tho sqsjiq which is striking comes under 3qqr. (Vida 
Ddyota on sqiWrlRs^K.) 

23 3-JRf?«rT^. 

RTTTTftrv^-tr4^ l 

Iff f^r^jf: II Ru. 

Ex. ?iq^^il5?Tjvqr?aTfgnT5rr gfar f^^r: I 

?r(F?r ftpRSrr^R^g: g^^titigiirsvjgrsgifi^st: ii 
^'sT RSSfTt s?|^t g5?(EP8iraqi 

qqfqraUwjSRt i s'qTrt^ir % ^WR^i^qt^-ar train; | g nt- 
I ^■gt^not n-urtn^ijra^aiT fq?mt%ni’:^raV 

<mnr%sr n 1 f% g g«nq;8sr?inn 1 
This 18 nothing but qRrq^gqnr. 

24 sr^R'. 

trqppra gor^qiraiggitRK^tRtrat nfi[ 1 ( l ) srfq nt qra^- 

'Mt-qi: ^Rlni=E3!fn 11 ( 2 ) ^Piflra fnni; ?te nrara; qr?- 

TOt: I fn^fR =q fnvqf^inr ra^(2i«wf^qifqct: II (3 ) n^nrra iqn- 
^ n^risrafcT 1 ( 4 ) si^snnn nqret ^qrainin n 
m gufi ^rai jpin ^qi yjoft nr 

q®q& nr 1 Ku. 133-35 sifq nifnra^ ^rt^rar: qfnnnr- 
3^ ^frat: R gni gfnn: 1 ^fssnfirtnr'R;: ^tsnn iRgfe: 1 
nn spifl^n qi^qqrai; nrlcsr; srf?- 

qtfqn: qi^flrn! f^rert? 1 qfnnin ^nqtrfenra sqn?qtg 
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I Tt^vrtiqUIc^iT ?73!W¥?f &EJ(5=r^ST »3J{¥E(t- 
¥trJ«i5Er^tft ErfiftcT; i 5>:rws*Tfif5ir^ i?rH: cKt4^»%tit st'?!- 

goT53PT EtfoifT: \ 

The varieties (1) and (2) come under =KTo!!II^JT or ?T>T- 

1 he varieties (3) and (4) come undei {Viil(' Udjuti 

on 

25 

sprrnsftfir: 5prw: h; ii Ku. 23. 

n%j{ firT?T^?iT: I 

EEra'f vficir: II Ku. 23 

'J'he words qsifnir^Ji: occiuring in the dolinitiou of 

the second kind ot may he inlcrpruLed in the 

following manner also : ‘ When a subject under discourse 

is ascertained as identical with (/. c. is looked upon as) 
anothci thing (that is also Hyperbole).’ According to this 
interpietation of the definition, comes undet the 

second kind of {Vide Udyota on 

26 

Efif^cT- II wtJTRr^m’i: i a. 

This is nothing but {Vide K. P IV.) 

27 

&t6ir i 

II I A. r^n Hfgspf fg5!5Pri^ 

StsftT: ^stsTalc^r?!: I 

Vide Remark on 

28 

^q&WffrisTRT SEJT^'^r: ^rr: l Va. 

Ex. ri^Etr; ai^'te!Tftt?:m<T^rRfeRT: i 
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',1'his IS niilhing but 

29 ngira. 
uf^ i 

T#?n^r«nf^ ll Ku. 154, 

BiFq- ara ^s?T 3T?sT nf^ crft 5i?if%i?5N;r?; 1 1 

ffi sifytigr^: I cr#5rr<}: 9#^r!rrei^ 3r?2f^r^«isr t 

m-s I aT?r jjir q'^^jrfEfir 

I A, 

cornea undei or Q'^l^risjj'tr. It does not de- 
serve to lie a liguic, because it does not minister to either the 
evpU'saed or the suggested sense of the verse, as in 

etc. miniatei'S to ‘ love of the devotee, lor Siva.’ {Vide 
TJdyola on sqi^rWctf^i-IT.) 

30 

m^sfrmrfmm | ^rfm gsrar- 

’Ei^itr R$i II ^5r fiTvri^^TBrri i %^- 

Wc5B??Tf%^Trr^ iss?^ f%r^5?Tra^f5r ffrra sTRicft- 

‘ qr^Rf^'^ srrRfR ’ ^qsBqrqigqtR: i ar^r R 
=5 ^Ttspfirf^^ 'si?rt5f?Trf^qm> ^f=a[rRtTrfqfR fqf^fiRqq^qr 
Hqra% R5i| 5[f^%S>:5CRmqfq('^ R'Rr?! R1=5IT ^fR 
?Tqf^R5TITf5R5T ( 1 Ku 158, 

This also does not deserve to be a figure, because there 
is no ministering to the expressed oi suggested sense of the 
verse here as m {Vide Udyota on sqrrUqtq^fR ) 

31 T%!I:^5PR. 

qiqfilttqTgdiqtjPJIst?! SiqtiRtSBt?: Il R. G. p. 510. 

Ex. & TR siroRTfq ^ iri?t5f5t^2rH5E^rR?5|3imT%' 
1 qiR ’'.n.qqiRiqR 

II R. G. P 510. 


K, 13 



i94 


KAV\ Al'RAkAliA 


^ wtai ^staffer 

srsf gaiclH M%8;Rr atfqr fw«f: |^; | 

f^«r may also occur when a man hales a good thing by 
seeing some fault in it. Thus rft'WVft is not a distinct figure, 

32 ( a ) gjrar^tfsitftT. 

ff^artowiTirt g5*r«ftfTrat i sfCw^ 7TrJjfero?RTjara?Ti. 

II Ku. 46. tTW^TET: I A. 

Here, inasmuch as one and the same common property, 
i. e. the words TOwf^:, oi the senses of these words 

identified through Paronomasia, is connected with and 
this is not distinct tvom the g?tp?YiiirtT nientinned by 
Mammata. (Vkh Ddyota on 

32 ( 1) ) g?5trir\<iicTt. 

^5^f»Tftr i 

^JT! ?J\ar: «5T^r II TCu. d7. 

This is nothing hut (Kir/eUdyola on 

33 

stKfrrWt'T’T I 

a Tnfit^'n: it Vag. 

Ex. qfg?n5Tr ^ ffTTOf tlfoiJr: I 

irfe ?p«p£ra;^3Vr qf^f^r f i| 

This is nothing but the second kind of 

34 

1 c?tqi- 

II Ku. 164. frrerr *fPTrr; srsqr^^i^qsi 

SSfR! I 5ff% ^f%: I ^qrtir 4t^: 

qi^T ^qiarmrqvtsr 1 Ch. 

This is nothing but a particular kind of '^q. {Vide 
tidyota on sqrqraTsqqK.) 
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35 fiTjar^T. 

sr^a^mcH fjisstjr: g^r: i S. D. 

Ex. ^ mm ?r3i% •# i 

5T g^?! ii 

This does not deserve to be a figure, since no striking- 
ness is apprehended from it. 

36 iT(^q;?rf?. 

HTwsrr^ g M^?q't>i;3rrfq:; i ^stgort g^tsTf^rr grar ^- 
II 31^1 =;ig^ g^Mt^gs«tgT*ii!?rTiT«.JT?f¥iaT«i- 

wgi Ku. 63. 

Fiom the word in Mainmata’s definition of 

we may understand f^’ST also. And 31% may mean descrip- 
tion of a ‘ thing ’ in general, not of a ‘ subject ’ only. Thus 
ifwc may occur even when the is significant. This 

shows that is not a distinct figure, (^ide Ddyota 

on 

37 crf^oiW. 

'rRutm: %Erm^tpfi | 

R?T%^ 11 Ku. 2l. 

?STr?t% Tf^tfT! 1 A. 

'iRoiW is defined as that which occurs when the object 
superimposed selves the purpose in hand, but only when 
fancied as identical with the subject of superimposition 
and not independently ; exemplified in etc. Here 

the Moon is identified with the ‘ face ’ and as such is subser- 
vient to the woman enabling her to remove the giief of 
separation. 

In a Metaphor, the object superimposed has no such 
subserviency, and is thus distinct from this figi,ire. Upon 
this, Udyota remarks that the apprehension of'’'identity 
between the ‘ face ' and the Moon does not add anything to 
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the excellence ol the ‘ face ’ the itbiect luulei ilcac nation 
and therefore this does not deseive to he u figure. (Vide 
Ddyota on 

38 

q%f^; i s. K. 

Ex. ^g^gsTTJTf^ ?fOT??¥n3iq'’t 

ft t^qrq;: ii 

This is nothing hutqtffq. 

39 qqrq. 

htt Ti^qi^rq it Eu. 

Ex. qi^Tfir fq^r f^jqps^ftfq'^rqtrs^tsqq I f^qq 

q5^q5Wt 11 fqq^ qq'iqqg^l qi-.qqt;gqq\qqq'5gq^: 

q ^TTs^q^'qq: qtfq ^Biqqsnotqtq ^[5^8?; i qstfw qi=tqq?gfq 
fq^TqlJsr^^ q qi?qqq[,i f^ g qq qtqfqqq^q qqiqq q^g 
qfqqm^ i 

This IS a i:qiq oi g'fltqqsqtqEEisq. 

40 (a) qqtqiqi. 

q5iqg%q q;T^:qifqqTq qqrqiq^q. i A. s. 

Ex qq^^q ^qi ttq gqi ?rfqqf 4 I 
Here, according to A. S., the fact in the shape of a cause, 
of Rahu’s head being cut by Visnu, is expressed through the 
effect viz. the breasts of Rahu’s wife being rendered useless, 
since this fact which is to be suggested cannot be expressed 
otherwise. But this qqfqiqJ is not different from that men- 
tioned ^I'Mammata, because fhe definition of hisrqq^q7q» may 
be shown to apply to this example also in the following 
manner • — Here, Visnu is suggested as one who cuts the 
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hoiul oi Riihu aati is I'KpiChSed la .i more striking inimner us 
one who lenders the breasts o( Ralui’s wife useless. (Vide 
Odyot.i on FT. ) 

40 (b) 

wrin# Ff^?rtf4®fi§r5(g?Tr'aFr?j; i ^rrfjr =t{?tf5ar zfsrfTarffFT' 

n arsr JiTfer 

fr5?m«3?r4'Tr^sr^2Trriar?tJ3^ i Ku. 69 

This is nothing hut .1 (Vide Ddyota on 

tFq^qtTfiPSg-rr.) 

41 (a) f^flrfT. 

?F5rrf4!T«F55fT?Tr >ItrT: ?TJTrJfTrfi|tR'nir?TIfRJ9' I 
sT^rsfr? rFfecrflg^ n 

Ex. ^siTar ^sifiiEr 1 

^»4f¥p55^t^W'®^rfH5p55iq’g II 

't'iiis may he included under 

41 (b) 

{4^4 Tig:^t?igtg: TTpfg^ferTjq; I fsr4 ma:: Epigr 

iiejqrr^pyq^rq:, II Ku. 'TTgitfTrTO3?®r Tirfia ?nfiTSFT4 

%fe4 3Tt=5FT<JT fcffgrFtCT^t?: I SF^J^q^R. STSRJRi; | 

^TTHPR ?t}FITq f4s!Tte!T4fiTf4 ¥0^1 I ' ?g^r=q5[rft TR 
FRF ^ riTFFt 3tf^ar=pr: i| 

This is nothing but «?Fr (Fide Ddyota on WSrRTSfFT,) 

42 g4. 

5rt44 4 t cr4i?T,4T^ i 

srf^'snH ittF^isra: TF?Fi5fw\4rt i| Ru. 

Ex. q5T% 55t[?nf^% >^4 fsr4FfTt?n5r?5iFj; i 

qsat§;q3IT«tl[ TRSIFl^ II ^ 4l qqrfqijmsff cf4\m% 

( TTfSTTrl?^ qSTTRTrFTFl ail ) aPTF^rT! aPSFTcFTa' SPH: ( 314 
Rt^Ftfr: ) srfit^rFFT l 

This is nothing but the fourth kind of ®lf45t4tf%. 
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43 ( a ) 

gsf: I 

filtl: W Ku. 142. 

This is nothing but 3|UT. (Vide Ddyot.v on 
43 ( b ) 

q5T^555iigif%5ar f^i;a ^rf?! i 

I! Ku. 143 =gi?I3^?r I Sfi^gf^T 

1 aia ^t{% i f5i^i{q& ?nfire[ i t?^': i 

The effect may be said to be facilitated also when it 
continues to exist although its cause which is asceitained to 
be always present along with it, is absent. Thus, 1351^ is 
not different fiom (Vide Udyoia on €mTEtl<5fTT) 

44 nfa^w. 

II Ku. 165. 5iTrm?T nffi Epf^rfitTfe: i 

^5BT?: I ^ 5im5v4 JT gii: s^rsjiir i 

This is nothing but a or ginr^sqjtf Bfnfsjj. (Vide 
Cdyota on 

45 

ar*! 5ir ^tst*. i f riT^T ?it in'^f^WT^nfir % i A. 

That aftl^ which is striking is nothing but *rTf^^. The 
tteW which is different from it does not constitute a figure. 
(Vide Udyota on sqnrrrltSfrc) 

46 

m rrs Vag. 

Ex. i f% 

This is nothing but the second kind of 3'erc. 
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47 ir?g?rr^. 

■Cl 

5c<g?Tc«r ?fra'^ i Oi? »jji Tri?!5«ir 

'o 

5R2%^«rr II fir55rcisRr q^^sfirrlfir 

l Ku 67. 

^fzir q?[qrfiTci«rffi srraspfTir^! 

sr^^sfit^^ i Ch. 

By the woid ®Rreg?r in ^sreg^ItTiftw \vd may also under- 
stand a subject under discourse other than the principal one. 
Thus, sregflffiK IS included under aTO'gani&OT. (Vic/e Ddyota 
on ariRimPiffflfiSgT?:.) 

48 ( a ) 

^if3?n^f5rcpr4^?r ?4fef%:«r i 

fl'rg^5#?ll^Trm5!»gfs[rfl « ICu. 1 30. 

48 ( b ) siHor. 

fltq^ f^T^t II Ku. 129, 

48 ( c ) Sftm. 

'q555??l =g | 

wiWif^fg; II Ku. 131. f?ffii: ri^TOmsT 

Tsprgi Trg'loi srif^rfi i 

By extending the meaning of ^TO|p<f<Jn*Rf:, We get 

0i?Tf% in the following cases : — (1) when the desired object 

is obtained unexpectedly; (2) when, by means of an eftort 
made for the obtainment of a desired object, something 
more is obtained ; and (3) when, by means of an effort made 
for the obtainment of a rneans to an end, the end itself is 
obtained. Thus, the thiee kinds of ST?^ are incJutJed under 
( Vide Ddyota on OTIW^fTC.) 
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49 stqfT. 

^tTWo^lr iT5qrtf«^r? fftcr: i fspjfj 

ffetr ii 3!^ wttm i a 

Viile Remaik on 3wSl(?^. 

50 sn^fe. 

'^: II Ku 125. ?Br33’5(t «rg?rr ?i^5ii^?f1i'^ ^ ciw®??f1wt: 

^=a:cpt: s^^tOTT: I St’S Hirt5!isr ^*rra?!fa[ sgftrslwq^fs s 

‘tjst^FTwq^ 3SW sisfft’ ?,fFr sTrtKfMlqin 

frO?; I A. 

Tins Is that kind ol st^ 5ISH% tvhcro there is 3#4?T WT; 
{Vide Udyota on st(TsmtT®sElT.) 

51 (a) 

sfs mr?: qviqsjtfsqit-s Iq^rt I 
ttJTq:r?t H^firtirs s?srfsq?vj s «frcf\s?n: ii Uu. 

Ex. smfTssBT i qifuffqr ^^rtr 

gfr^rt^i Jrfwst ii ’43TW5i;g;^gst srrsJTW ferifr 

Tsrtis ’^tr ^^tVj s Ettvjsfrr a^r wat- 
I STftfa I s’i55t aai^-'ngTB! aifi are^t 

srma^oT gnjrtmar afeat aaffisas; | srs aifes'a^a 

rr3r03[3fa a atrft Igaar Ig: i atf^Ja^qfaatfta 

agssaa isas-^at a aaOt sssa^ i aai:r?t atfwsaJTafta^raat: 
^asaa i 

This is EW. ( Vide Udyota on ^Sftn^qtR:.) 

51 (b) ata. 

af^aafaaara aaa a^a^aarq^sgaataa. i 
safscRaaaaafa a^rqa ^ftstRl ata: ii Ru. 
trsBtf^^rt aaaanr aaa\ aarfaf^-’jl I 

ata^ a% aiafaa aaqtl ag ga qr^r il m 
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wr^isrrsn'T^sff ar^?Tf » 

fwsim ^tirqffi <Tw i i 

?trs5TJTFn'^r¥fTCT^r: ifsTsp stfffTr;: i 3ig[ ®rr^^i 
ffrat!a'urfva^?qjiif^5tm qVqqfk i 

'I'his IS ,1 liiqRqjfsq. 

S2 ^r«rqt5?a?ir. 

^®rt5f5Tt %q?i*rat i f^wt na: fqs 
ijparfrr i (.vnam ?it fvqf | stift s®r3*ta' i 

t% g^-2(Fcr I 3TSR ^qjr^qw^r s?T3qg i Ftrq; vfirtiq:, ^srsrifjT i a^^R 
qfcr^qsTr^i s^rs^i^ i f5r?Tfi?^n%f^?T3^ i ) H##q;r}T«fwr 
i a. 

Vide Remark on 

53 ^rr^mPq. 

q?m ?rt9fjf\?Tfirft vrrgjqpj^CT^iH: i JiTrffT acfi^T?m (^^=5^ 
uT=!Firq JTT II ar^isgqir’s^ #j5rsn«r 5|T(r75r?9f5pqtJFj. i A. 

Vide Kctnurk on 

S') ^qrfirep. 

?srrfflari!T'5*r 5 P«tjt srf? w^^rs^riRr^rsTr | 

3i5?nq^S[ n\ f^rpEr^ fqg: ii H K. 

F.x fir!'^q‘Eg?r=q5’g4 fq^gqrnts^ 
f5fR3l% rl?En Fig: I 

firt^rrgrifgf^ gf% EfF'arq^Ft^^g^rgq'i^rnfr 

^rqr '^Ffigffrat irT?rrt% sr gFr^a^EitEmifqrfFcr^g. <i 

This is a r:qf^tsq. 

55 m^'igET. 

i7r^i5q%.' q^m?^ ^lEftgq ^Ifi i ^ri: M ^spr si^ot 
imiqJSifjifif^ri^ I EnsiEjErwmqiEqfTi: ^Rq^r^qiirg i a, 

56 Tt^r. 

g?wafn^ q^nqEETt g^stwRiiFi f^i:gqSrq«3; ii fqra[snqTfR gsir 
^{?re i^WFif^ 1J, II Ru. 
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55 ]| 5 i;: ?TTj??ns 5 !i*i_ || 

fr?%S^f^^q ^5zg^S^ai5§{%- r^KT^: 'TiifTii; I 3^5!ffTrlt m~ 

^%iriTnfvm'Ce II 

This may be included under 

57 Ws.?TI';*r?l{«fH. 

r^(%f5i?«.?Trfgn%-g;ir4' ftra.afTS5iTa?^5q^ I 
■^^5^3 ^ 5 : 5 ; II Ku 127. s5^JT{%{PTre.?tT?# r%f^f?irs.^52r' 

fircqra^i^atu^ I l[?^i5i5ft5i;?oi5E?iT5q?tra¥n(gcifEi' 
ra|Rf;: I Iff^sr aH^Brag^Tirr^StH St^r 

fjTWTr^^fHf?: I A. 

This is that kind «if 3Tltiirtni% whcic thei c is ‘ 

{Vide Udyota <in sijTiiifF^tirsfi?:.) 

58 g^T. 

g^t sif riiw: c^: I fq^sfQEft ri^an 
=5 ?TT II sT'ir fftf^spi^m^rq^oj giHf^giJstT^iFtiTqTgefli 
qtTrcg;^cr;(5^?It?lgTi^ g^I | Ku. 136. 

This does not deserve to be a figure, because it docs not 
minister to the object undei description. {Vide Udyota on 

59 gT%. 

gi%: %qqT i gg: 

qw ^Vsf^^gri^ 11 Ku. 156. Tfl':qm?^oiTq fipq^r gfe?- 

I 1 frm# I STrqqj STTf^nq-qii 

?si qVq i si'ai 

‘ qsmt fef^; ’ ^ q#q5ig 1 , 

The" word in may mean simply an ‘act.’ 

Thus, |ra is but sqj^tW. {Vide Udyota on sqi'^Tliq^qil?:.) 
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<)() 

ST^atmfTT ?wr^55i fil^: ) 

It Ku. HO. ^srrTOf^fStfctd^ftl^OTsfrfrT Jlfei:- 

sBwrg^nft | =Eig?r?«T: sr^n 1 

sssfiirr: <7%: fgegf: ;srq{%rrta i ttIt?: i afn 

ml35^: I 

This does not deserve to be a figure, because the object 
under description is ministered to by only and not by 
9vR also. (Vide tJdyota on f%«qr3!^K.) 

61 7?I^. 

3T?2iriR^ ct^im | ?iTg^5=!Tr 

5Rfi?;fr: I aT?T 3T^g?rOT^?TtTIi3: 1 A, 

Vide Remark on ^%|3. 

62 55fe?r. 

1 fn# ^grrqT 
fqsBi’qfcT I) Ku. 128. 9Tr3i5«r =frT3T% spffrrsspa'r 

JTrf^rqirgflsiT ?r«Tr s-f^: i 

Ku. distinguishes this figure from }r(5[!(f«0 by the fact that, 
in the latter, both the |rl|??T m question and the f’lp?! not in 
question which terminate in comparison are expressed by 
words, whilst, in the former they aie not so. Upon this, 
Udyota remarks that there is no rule that ftqsfiqr occurs only 
when the and the f^Iwls are expressed by words. 

may occur even when these arc implied. Thus, this 
figure is nothing but 3R»ft f^«#ir.(Frde Udyota on 

63 f^n. 

argn qtff amneir i 

flieslqqr: ?Tq;7:5n# i A. 

Vide Remark on 37gq^if®'q. 
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(1^ ( .1 ) P551. 

Kifl: | 'iXm^g f^w^tg m 

=^iR'| I ^ Ti'flfiijft fn?T q:?!!??; ii Ku. i3s. st?t ??rqq%- 

oirrrqrfijT^qRFqi goif^^r, ^rfjwfqrjpri ^ ^r»itr: i A. 

occuu, also wlten a ^"‘><-1 tiling is looked upon as 
bad and a had thins as ijood fiom a paiticular standpoint. 
Thus, IS not a distinct figure. (ViJe Udyota on fl^rsiT3|^T. 

6^ (b) or 

I Dan 

Ex. Tft I 3Ttfr(x^^t '^^^ 

fffw g?r33; II 

3151 ?(fiqTR!55RfiTxf=Pl TR17T5[: 5T ^ TrJiq5-tfrg?Rfi?ffiT5Tq; 

^i5=qlt I 

This is notliing Inil 

h5 wltpif^R. 

wi^qq't^r^ffTS5fq;i%R{?T i 

II Kti. 1.S7. 

argqs^oji]^ I f5!|5{;sRi^rgqj?'q’3i;i 

5l^f%: I gsT fid TTtTfq-Rr fflHfftRRigfq- 1 A. 

This does not deserve to be a figure, because here theie 
is no ministering to the expressed or suggested sense of 
the verse [Vide Udyota on sqfjqiTtfi’qviqJK.) 

66 tnwfe, 

gr^^niiJ^oTr: ggnfiK i va. 

Ex. ijfsFrJTT?! EBJT^ ?fR^fRi ^ fHfWTl^r gfrJR 1 

3T5r ;3riiqfiCTqf?{jfT5i%^5Srs?tTr%q;raid^RI 5!^5R: I 

'■ This does not deserve to be a figure because no striking- 
ness is apprehended from it. 
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67 WvSJTtsiqP. 

5GqiaRt)-?tmi:ra^ 1 Rat. 

Ex 3rT5fi?fl-rafrra®s«r i 

?ri5iwi^fSTqjrs!giTr ^'r a ii 

This IS obviously nothing but Wt. (Kf(/c Udyot.i on 

Some hold that the veise ^ar etc. is <in 

example of the figure and not of TjfftJ as is held by 

Mammata, because, the word they say, is ordinarily 

employed by the people in connection with a thing which 
connects itself with anothei place after its connection with 
the first place is destioyed ; but in f^RTlB' etc., the lonnec- 
lion ()1 KTtT with f^*€ifS' is not destroyed. 

These men are not light, howevei. Because, the definU 
tion of docs not say anything about It is 

true that the woid which is chosen to designate the figuie is 
the same as is used in ordinary life, still, this fact ought not 
to lead us to suppose that the woid has been used in the 
same sense in which it is employed in ordinal y life. I'his 
will show that there is no necessity to admit TWR as a 
distinct figuic. (FiVe Udyota on also R, G. p, 466 

and 480.) 

68 fir^cq'. 

i Ku. U6. 

Ex. sr?rq t%?:: 1 

There is no ground to recognise this as a figure, because 
does not contribute to the excellence of the object 
under description, and also because the general definition of 
a figure ®qfqffrr etc. given In the eighth Ullesa does not 
apply to it. Others, however, include this under 
(Vide Udyota on ) 
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fsr^^g?: I Ku. 124. 

Ex. %fi ST 1 

ff 'Ti'n gnHffi'Tia n 

Here, two 3T«ft?fP(rttres, in one of which the paiticular ig 
corroborated by the geneia), and m the other, the general is. 
corroborated by the particular, exist together independently 
of each other Thus, this is nothing but 
(Vif/e Udyota on 3TO'r??r^qrar3.fR.) 

70 ftrf^ef. 

^rrf?fT II Ko 94. 

“^lA. 

The making of an effoit which is inconsistent with a 
desued object is also Inequality. Thus, is not distinct 
f rom W. ( Fi dc Ud y ot a on rc. ) 

71 

tS5r!n=^?Jif?r'n^ I U. 

Ex. ST^qr: etc. 

This does not deserve to be a distinct figure. For, 
inasmuch as a doubt must necessarily be admitted as the 
cause of fSfa^, it is this doubt that constitutes the figure. 

although present does not contribute to the excellence 
of the object under description, and does not, therefore, 
constitute a figure Thus, is included under ^1^5. 

{Vide Udyota on 

72 

f. e 

sptl: II Ku. 166. 
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!fijf%^: 5fil|%^: ?I?ns.?: sigfl^ | sjg W^era 

gsrf^^T^ i A. 

This IS nothing but a sgiPf oi goixfast(>«i afustj. [Vide 
Uclyota on sjxrtnrTf^frc.) 

73 

%gg?t «Tf^ I fegg^ ^ 

f^t^fggissf^t^XT I Ku. 155. 

f%5!rasri0gT^'T 3 -tt?^ srro^w'iiiifgcj’qgg 

ipf^grfgtf I 

Ux. f% gfa^q:?ra 

<%3PT^*r^535nT; ^¥tr5fq5q?q«ir I 

?55!fi;fgiij¥ifm|{%gg«ngi?5^R^gTasprn3(. 

if?: qjg g; n 

This also does not deserve to be a figure because it is 
merely a g<^gas^*»q qiisg, and besides it does not minister to 
the expressed sense of the verse or the flavour of the piece 
etc, (Vide Udyota on STn^tJ^sC.) 

74 Fj(/c 3’KFflfea. 

75 (a) 

gsBgoTfT^qj^qgtgT sfruqgidf far^rglfif:; i va. ft 

gw g^g^rRsTiT^Tg ’ i 

This, is nothing hut inasmuch as there is here the 
supenmposition of upon gg ; then to render this 

superimposition possible, the XX^ also is supposed as void of 
a throne. Thus, the ^qqJ is strengthened. Similarly, in 

g3WI% etc., where addithinal qualities are , supposed in 
— the object under description, there is 'no othiJr 
figure than [Vide Udyota on 
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75 (b) f^rtt'frfTK. 
g'jrjtirafEBqi^'^sTt |!E5?i3#TJq; i 

W II s. K. 

Ex. ^ ?r msfotqfgT^ gccrgs^rsT: i 

nsiiftr t%aR^r55^g?rr Ii 

'I’his IS nothing hut fsfVflSRr 

76 f^qr^ST. 

3wgtfi5i^f?ri5r%Hftiii^^ra^ n Ku. 132. 

^ir^Tfiriiirg tf^JTarstTfrr, f%qfi?ri ^111%: 1 

^?rt(?5|Jr 1 msTrar: I A 

That one thing should be desired and anotlier opposed 
to that desire should he olitained is also Inequality. Thus) 
{ijqiJjq is not distinct from ra^tT. (Xida Udyota on Rqm^spl.) 

77 

pFr^RT fn^FEfr 5?TfTfis=!i?cfrf!Fi^f?i 1 

fsral 11 Ku, 72. 

¥r %^T: 1 5T 5 I 5:tg372Trri=q' 

^fjegrr TTTqgr | A. 

The word ?gr% in sqfjffgrtr may mean .simply ^q*T. Thus, 
occuiB also when from the censure of one the 
censure ot another is suggested This shows that sqj'Sff^r^r 
is not a distinct flguie. (Yide Udyota on °qr^'f5?q^StK.) 

78 

sT?q?qrafHfifq sf!T^cng?qt^5T 1 

ssfi^Trl: F3 ?t% II Ru. 

Ex. qs? gq?(Etfiqi Tt^wo-tq: 1 

frreqF'strfq *1 fcigrHggr''ifggs^ir n 

3:5qr^ g-tqr^qjg I jrreq^qrfq n TT^qr; frR«rJT§^oirrq«T t^iqr’^ru 

This is but fo[%qif^. 
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79 

5ila? I ?ira; qij gf® 

1 A. 

vj 

Vide Remark on ajgqsf^. 

80 ^f%. 

siflcll^^ 5ts55T fSraiVl ?lt I «T?Ex^t ^g\ 

5S«45r!ftsf^ ?r^ I A 
Vide Remaik on 

SI ?IITIIiqT«??t5R. 

^?imxnw{!#55:: i ^e«n55R^^ ^a^ptgsfgrsi^^tig^K 

^?IittxiT5=^^ I A. 3T?r IWi: ^ft^ciq? 

wff5rmr5=«T3H. 1 

This 18 nothing but 

^m: «-f%(%<r'er?^ 

fipFi^rt! I sr5fii5ff«iian! i atisqi-ufJrw^srr^f^T^jnq-i^. 

t^riq;, i Ku. f 5iiR®5pt?5T^r#?^^rt5»t ^TTOmR^uj, i 

This IS nothing but 

82 ?mrfw. 

H?m'w^qW'nOT5q^''t9'^ I S. K. 

Ex. 

|ili 5i««T{?r^^ 

^ ^«r«i v{^?rr m ii 

This IS nothing but ’5^'?^. 

83 ( a ) ?WTf^. 

???n{5rf qiTi^i i iTfiWffit ^rs^jg^^ir 

wnfld: ( si[?iw^i??r«TJW^ ’fit^: ^iiOTre«rm?3; i A. ^ 

Vide Remark on ST^^F,. 


ir ii« 
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Ml (b) flJTtftc?. 

I Va. 

Ex. ^^TsTcsratr^a*!! 
f^'crrsFflfftfsrtf^srgfr 

= 50 ^ <Tr^q1w ^rmr^rn^^ ht ii 

This is nothing but 3?^8Jf. 

8-1 (c) ^tfflT. 

5Er?<iji!s<r???rfTf%-%r«[i?T¥r % i 

=!r^ Epl4?*r H33TjilrT Vag. 

This is nothing hut 

84 g'n^r. 

Ex. wot: f^^^rfirr i 

Titf^: 5pw ^ II 

Tai^f^ g wmw'-T4^f^q'rs'ST%i!r?Tr rt?r wwr^sfi?: i 
ST q>T(%TT^^fiTf% groqt r% g qJtfsspiqqqst^ir^^nTfa l 

This is ST^tqKqf^. 

85 

?ratgf^gsit swqRr I 

fSjrrq. |l Ru. 

Ex. ^fiSisqgW^fts^I^STW?^ I 

#q 5^3TTffw:g5Wf; ii 

3%HgsTfcR 3rt?wf% ?r^ 

^^(T^Toli #!i{^sTT^IpTi=5Tmtsn5fq if^?r«rT sr «t2?r-ai^sT?anRi ii 
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(I 

f 3 #rfe^- 

JR^r^ffr 55^Tm?7nf^; i I *' 

Thih is inchiclecl under the fiist kind of 
86 

I?: qJTroif# sr^Ttfe ?T: I 

?^r!=R f^?tr I A. 

Vide Remark on 

87 

^qtf^’^issst^nr 1%^ 1 

=fif5Tm: II Ku. 126. 

as?': cW: I I %m II I 

This is obviously the third kind ol aTf^^tliF% {Vide 
Udyota on Eqt'^r?R-^t?Sr^.) 

88 (a) Ig. 

g^griq; i Ku. 167 . 

This does not deseive to he a figure, since no striking- 
ness is apprehended from it. 

88 (b) |g. 

Iglgwan^’T %f^;5Fg«3t I 

5 !^Tfli^T?TT ^ 313 ?! % 3 ITW; II Ku. 168 . 

This is included under the first kind of airfnWfiW. 
Vide Udyota on aTRI^rtfnK^^fl?:.) 
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